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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.


	The manuscript addresses a relevant topic, especially given the growing interest in how psychological stress affects endocrine function and reproductive health. The study provides useful preliminary information for a population that has not been widely studied. However, several methodological aspects such as the small sample size, the sampling method, and inconsistencies in defining hyperprolactinemia need to be clarified or improved. Addressing these points would strengthen the overall quality and reliability of the work.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title reflects the main focus of the study, but it could be more precise. Including the study design would improve clarity. A possible suggestion is: “Association Between Perceived Stress and Hyperprolactinemia in Reproductive-Aged Women: A Cross-Sectional 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 generally clear, but there is an important discrepancy in the prolactin cutoff value compared with the methods section. This should be corrected to avoid confusion. It would also be helpful to briefly acknowledge key limitations, such as the sample size, so that the abstract accurately represents the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the study is relevant, but several scientific issues should be addressed. The criteria for diagnosing hyperprolactinemia are inconsistent, important confounding factors were not fully controlled, and the statistical analysis is limited. These issues do not invalidate the study, but they do affect how confidently the results can be interpreted. Clarifying these points would make the manuscript stronger.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly appropriate, but there are some duplications and a few sources that could be replaced with stronger, peer-reviewed literature. Updating the list and ensuring consistency in formatting would improve this section.
	

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


	Yes, the language is understandable
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is an interesting study with potential, especially because it examines a topic that remains underexplored in many regions. Strengthening the methodology section, correcting inconsistencies, and expanding the discussion around confounding factors would significantly improve the clarity and impact of the manuscript.
	


	

	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details

Ramiro Cabrera Carranco, Mexico
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


