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	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.


	The manuscript addresses a scientifically relevant question and follows a systematic review framework referencing PRISMA guidelines. However, certain methodological aspects require clarification and strengthening. In particular, consistency in the reported number of included and excluded studies should be ensured throughout the manuscript. Furthermore, the approach used to calculate “prevalence” needs clearer explanation to confirm whether these figures represent pooled population data or frequencies of reporting across studies. Greater transparency in the meta-analytic procedures (including effect measures, heterogeneity assessment, and forest plots) would enhance scientific rigor.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is informative but rather long and complex, which may reduce clarity and readability. A more concise and focused title would improve its impact and accessibility. Suggested alternative title: “Traditional Practices, Lifestyle, Nutritional, Physiological, and Hematological Risk Factors for Premature Rupture of Membranes: A Systematic 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.


	The abstract provides a structured overview of the background, objectives, methodology, results, and conclusions. However, it would benefit from greater clarity and precision in reporting quantitative findings. For example, if meta-analysis was conducted, pooled effect sizes, confidence intervals, and heterogeneity statistics (e.g., I²) should be explicitly reported. Additionally, the abstract should clearly distinguish between prevalence estimates in populations and the proportion of included studies reporting specific factors, to avoid potential misinterpretation. Minor language refinement would also improve readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript addresses a scientifically relevant question and follows a systematic review framework referencing PRISMA guidelines. However, certain methodological aspects require clarification and strengthening. In particular, consistency in the reported number of included and excluded studies should be ensured throughout the manuscript. Furthermore, the approach used to calculate “prevalence” needs clearer explanation to confirm whether these figures represent pooled population data or frequencies of reporting across studies. Greater transparency in the meta-analytic procedures (including effect measures, heterogeneity assessment, and forest plots) would enhance scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes several recent references (2020–2025), which strengthens its relevance. However, some citations appear tangential to the specific focus on PROM or relate to broader health conditions rather than direct PROM evidence. The reference list would benefit from prioritizing high-quality cohort studies, meta-analyses, and authoritative guidelines specifically addressing PROM. Inclusion of additional large-scale epidemiological studies or recent systematic reviews focusing directly on PROM risk factors may further strengthen the manuscript.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable; however, professional language editing is recommended
	

	Optional/General comments


	The topic is timely and relevant, particularly for low- and middle-income countries where PROM-related complications remain significant. With methodological clarification, improved data consistency, and enhanced transparency in statistical analysis, this manuscript has the potential to make a valuable contribution to maternal health research.
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