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	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.


	The study provides valuable pharmacogenetic insights that can benefit individualized treatment regimens, increasing efficacy and reducing resistance to standard medications. Its focus on a female population is particularly important, given that most gout studies historically center on men, thus filling a notable research gap. The integration of genetic markers with therapeutic response profiling has the potential to improve clinical outcomes, guide drug selection, and enhance quality of life in gout patients.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is informative and reflects the scope of the study
	

	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.


	The abstract is comprehensive and clearly outlines the aim, methodology, results, and implications. But needs some amandements:

1-The sample size description is slightly confusing — the title and aim focus on women, yet the abstract mentions both 102 women and 100 men. Clarify whether male patients are part of the primary analysis or used for comparative purposes.

2-Statistical significance values (e.g., p-values) could be summarized rather than detailed extensively, to keep the abstract concise.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents a well-structured investigation with clear methodology, suitable genotyping procedures, and statistical comparisons. The results are logically discussed, and the conclusions are supported by the data. But needs some amandements:

1- It is unclear whether adjustments for potential confounding factors (age, comorbidities, concomitant medications) were made in the statistical analysis.

2- Figures are referenced and described well, but some lack clear labeling of sample sizes (n) per genotype group in captions.

3- the inclusion of male patients in the results despite a stated female focus requires justification in the methodology and discussion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are extensive, mostly recent (2020–2024), and include foundational studies. With  suggestions:

1- Consider citing additional recent pharmacogenomics guidelines for gout therapy (e.g., CPIC guidelines if relevant).

2- Include more region-specific prevalence studies for female gout if available, to contextualize the significance of the gender-specific focus.
	

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


	The language is generally suitable
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript could benefit from a short section in the discussion highlighting clinical translation — how genotyping could be incorporated into routine gout management.

Consider reordering the results so that the APEX1 and URAT1 findings are presented more symmetrically for easier comparison.

Ensure consistent reporting of gene notation (e.g., always italicize gene symbols like APEX1, URAT1).

The quality of the figures is acceptable, but ensuring uniform color-coding across all figures for genotypes (e.g., T/T always green, G/G always red) would enhance clarity.
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