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Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript had significant importance for the community as it provides valuable insights to  factors associated with premenstrual syndrome (PMS) 
The findings contribute to the related menstrual health issues .
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable as it reflects the study's
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	 
Concentrate on the  relationship between economic status and symptom severity (e.g., "Women from higher-income groups reported more severe symptoms compared to those from lower-income groups").

Add a sentence about the public health or societal implications of the findings 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and well-structured, but it could benefit from additional details on method, statistical analysis, and limitations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Several references are outdated (e.g., Reid & Yen, 1981; Woods et al.., 1982).  
There is limited inclusion of studies from the past five years.

	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are suitable, but needs more claifications 
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