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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.


	This manuscript addresses an important public health issue by systematically reviewing the prevalence and contributing factors associated with premature rupture of fetal membranes (PROM). Understanding the impact of lifestyle, nutritional, physiological, and haematological risk factors is essential for improving maternal and neonatal outcomes. The findings provide valuable evidence that can support clinicians, researchers, and policymakers in developing preventive strategies and improving antenatal care practices. Furthermore, this review contributes to the existing literature by integrating diverse risk factors into a comprehensive framework, which may guide future research and clinical interventions in maternal health.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is generally suitable as it clearly reflects the scope and objectives of the manuscript. It effectively highlights the key focus on harmful traditional practices, lifestyle, nutritional, physiological, and haematological factors associated with premature rupture of fetal membranes (PROM), as well as the preventive aspects.

However, the current title is relatively long and could be improved for clarity and readability. The authors may consider a more concise and focused alternative, such as:

Suggested alternative title:
“Risk Factors and Preventive Strategies for Premature Rupture of Fetal Membranes: A Systematic Review of Traditional, Lifestyle, Nutritional, Physiological, and Haematological Factors”

	

	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 is generally comprehensive and clearly presents the background, objective, methodology, key findings, and conclusions of the study. It effectively summarizes the importance of premature rupture of fetal membranes (PROM) and highlights the major contributing risk factors, including lifestyle, nutritional, physiological, and haematological components.

However, a few minor improvements could further strengthen the abstract:

1. Clarify the study design explicitly: Although the abstract mentions a comprehensive search and adherence to PRISMA guidelines, the phrase “systematic review” should be clearly stated in the methodology sentence to improve transparency and alignment with standard reporting practices.

2. Include key quantitative findings: Adding specific numerical outcomes (e.g., prevalence ranges, relative risks, or number of included studies) would enhance the scientific value and provide readers with a clearer understanding of the magnitude of the findings.

3. Briefly mention the time frame of included studies: Including the publication period (e.g., 2020–2025) would improve methodological clarity and reproducibility.

4. Strengthen the conclusion with clinical relevance: The conclusion could briefly emphasize the clinical implications, such as improving antenatal care, early risk screening, or preventive interventions.

Overall, the abstract is well structured and informative, and only minor refinements are recommended to improve clarity, completeness, and scientific precision.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and addresses an important topic in maternal and fetal health. The authors have applied a systematic review approach using recognized guidelines such as PRISMA and have included a large number of relevant studies from multiple databases, which strengthens the reliability and comprehensiveness of the findings. The identification and synthesis of lifestyle, nutritional, physiological, and haematological risk factors associated with premature rupture of fetal membranes (PROM) are consistent with current scientific knowledge and clinical evidence.

The manuscript provides a logical interpretation of the results and appropriately discusses the clinical implications and preventive strategies. The conclusions are generally supported by the presented evidence and align with the findings summarized in the results section.

However, minor improvements are recommended, including verification of reference accuracy, clarification of some methodological details, and minor language editing to improve clarity and consistency. These refinements will further enhance the scientific quality and readability of the manuscript.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The current list of references is generally appropriate and provides a broad coverage of studies related to premature rupture of fetal membranes (PROM). A good number of recent publications have been included, which supports the timeliness of the review. However, there are some areas for improvement:

· Recency and balance: While many studies are recent, a few key emerging publications from the last couple of years could further strengthen the literature base and ensure the review reflects the most current evidence.

· Thematic completeness: Some important clinical studies and reviews that focus specifically on risk factor quantification, preventive strategies, or clinical outcomes of PROM are not cited. Including these would broaden the context and support the interpretation of your findings.

· Citation quality: A small number of older references could be supplemented with more recent high-impact studies to ensure that conclusions are grounded in the latest research.

Suggestions for additional references:
To enhance the scientific foundation of the manuscript, I recommend including and discussing the following recent and relevant publications:

1. DOI: 10.61622/rbgo/2025rbgo10001 – a recent clinical review relevant to PROM risk factors and maternal outcomes.

2. DOI: 10.4274/eamr.galenos.2024.26234 – a recent study that provides additional evidence on risk factors and management strategies.

Including these references in the introduction or discussion will improve the comprehensiveness of the literature review and help position the current manuscript within the context of the latest research.


	

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


	The overall English quality of the manuscript is understandable and conveys the intended scientific meaning. The manuscript uses appropriate scientific terminology and generally follows a logical and academic structure, which makes the content accessible to the scholarly community.

However, moderate language editing is recommended to improve grammatical accuracy, sentence structure, and overall readability. Some sentences are overly long or contain minor grammatical inconsistencies, and there are occasional issues with tense usage, article placement, and wording clarity. Improving these aspects will enhance the professionalism and clarity of the manuscript.

Therefore, I recommend careful proofreading by a native English speaker or professional language editing service to ensure the manuscript meets the highest standards of scholarly communication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	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)


	


Reviewer details:

Elif İLGAZİ KILIÇ, KAYSERİ CITY HOSPITAL, TÜRKİYE
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


