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	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 explores the important but under-researched link between dietary habits and irregular menstruation in women with chronic kidney disease (CKD). The study is well-structured and contributes valuable insights into the gender-specific nutritional and reproductive challenges faced by individuals with CKD. The findings are relevant, the writing is generally clear, and the discussion effectively connects the results with previous studies. However, a few minor revisions could further improve the paper’s clarity, consistency in formatting, and depth of statistical analysis.
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	The abstract offers a concise and clear summary of the study’s objectives, methodology, key findings, and conclusions. The chosen keywords are relevant and appropriate. To improve the flow of language, minor grammar adjustments are recommended—for instance, revising “Assessment of diet on menstrual irregularities” to “Assessment of diet and its impact on menstrual irregularities.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study demonstrates strong methodological and scientific integrity. Its design, data collection methods, and analytical approach are appropriate, and the findings convincingly support the conclusions. The overall scientific rigor could be further improved by including more comprehensive statistical details and offering a clear justification for the selected sample size.
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	The manuscript’s language is generally clear and appropriate for academic writing. While a few grammatical and structural revisions are recommended to improve readability, sentence flow, and coherence, the overall quality of English is satisfactory and suitable for publication with minimal editing.
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