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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 is important because;

1. It is a public health issue in the sub-Saharan African region.

2. It has received little or no attention in terms of awareness creation and public health intervention by government and other stakeholders.

3. There’s a need to educate the females about PMS including its presentation, consequences, management (pharmacologic and non-pharmacologic) etc. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	An alternative to the title: Prevalence of Premenstrual Syndrome and its Association with Quality of life in Female Undergraduates in a Nigerian University.
	

	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 was comprehensive to a large extent. The result section is scanty and the content of the conclusion should actually be in the result section. The conclusion should be rewritten. I do not think BMI has any place in the key words as well as “Incidence”. You cannot be talking about incidence in a cross-sectional study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are recent and additional ones are welcomed.
	

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


	A lot of grammatical errors were observed with incorrect tenses. This research has already been carried out and as such the methods section should be written in past tense.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Sample size: There is an inconsistency in the number of participants. In the abstract, it was 440. In the method section, it 439. Throughout the result it was 390.

Sampling technique: It is always better to use probability sampling technique in your research except in special circumstances which your study does not qualify. Give reasons for using non-probability sampling technique.

Result: The tables should be labelled appropriately to reflect its contents. 

Original Table 2 should come before Table 1 (Table 2 now becomes Table 1) and should actually be labelled as Sociodemographic characteristics of participants. It should include the following variables; Age of Participants, marital status, course of study, level of study, parents’ level of education, parents’ occupation, participants monthly income. 

Table 2 should be labelled Menstrual characteristics of participants and should include the following variables; cycle regularity, ever experienced premenstrual syndrome before menstrual period, ever experienced premenstrual syndrome during menstrual period, currently experiencing premenstrual syndrome during menstrual period, nature of menstrual flow, premenstrual syndrome category, quality of life category.

Original Table 1 should now become Table 3 and should be labelled Summary of some sociodemographic and menstrual characteristics of participants.

Original Table 3 should now become Table 4 and should be labelled Relationship between premenstrual syndrome score and the transformed score of each domain of quality of life of the participants.

Discussion: This looked like a repetition of the results. The findings were not effectively compared with results in previous studies. Compare your findings with that of previous studies and give reasons for similarities and differences.

Conclusion and Recommendation: These should be guided by the findings in your study.   
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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