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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (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 provides an interesting study on uterine fibroids and their relationship to age, menarche age, menstrual age, or parity of the subject. In the introduction section, the author has also written fibroids as being the commonest and can be morbidity and mortality among women which makes this manuscript able to provide an overview of what variables can be predisposing factors. The selection of USG examination as a modality is considered as an examination material in this study which can also be widely used in establishing a diagnosis.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is appropriate to the research conducted by the researcher. However, for the subject here is premenopausal women, it can be suggested for an alternative title by mentioning the subject studied, namely "Uterine Fibroids: Any Significant Association With The Age, Menarche Age, Menstrual Age, Or Parity Among Premenopausal Women"


	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract section has been made comprehensively. However, in the results section, it would be better if the researcher added a percentage of the results obtained, such as in the sentence Fibroids were found more frequently among those of older age, then it can be written with the percentage figures obtained. This can also be applied to the correlation test carried out
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, this manuscript is scientifically correct. Starting from the purpose of the study, the sampling carried out, the selection of examination modalities and the results presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In this section, the references used by researchers are mostly obtained more than >5 years since the reference was uploaded. The author is advised to replace this reference with a more recent reference, namely <5 years.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript that is displayed is actually quite good. However, there are several things that can be considered by researchers such as mentioning the subject in the title, improvements to the abstract. The selection of references that are quite old that are used by researchers as references in this manuscript are quite a lot, and only a few references with a publication year <5 years. Improvements in these matters will make this manuscript even better and are also expected to be a reference for further research.
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