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	PART  1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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.
	It describes the relationship between prom and anemia and compares various outcomes. It can help to understand risk factors , better screening, preventive measures, etc. would help to generate guidelines in future if done methodically.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	No. It’s too long, grammatically poor. Doesn’t give the exact idea about the study. rupture spelling is wrong. Too confusing.

Suggestion: association between maternal anemia and premature rupture of membranes: a literature review. 
	

	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.
	General overall view is given. But
1. Concise it
2. Methodology, search strategy, criteria is very disorganized. Pubmed, science direct are databases not search engines. 
3. Background is repetitive. Definition of PROM is wrongly mentioned as <37 but it is >37 weeks.
4. What is the role of prom during embryology? Why was it mentioned?
5. Where is cochrane risk of bias tool?
6. For meta analysis where is pooled analysis?
7. Table no is wrong, check headings again.
8. Results/ clinical significance needs to be emphasised strongly. It should talk about study design, population, findings etc. why is search engine mentioned? 
9. Digital examination should be avoided in PROM. Substantiate why was it recommended?
10. Choice of antibiotic is based on which guideline? Isn’t it ampicillin and erythromycin?
11. Format your references properly either APA/ Vancouver 

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Maybe. It’s more of a narrative review rather than a systemic review
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Ok. But needs proper formatting.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Requires major editing for grammar, flow and structure. Title needs change.
	

	Optional/General comments
	I feel it’s a wonderful topic of much clinical significance. But I feel it needs more clarity. I would suggest acceptance only after major revisions. 
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	Author’s Feedback (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)
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