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 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 

1- Why retrospective & not prospective study 

especially if you have enouph number of 

cases & time required for follow up is not too 

long. 

 

 

2- Table 2 ongoing pregnancy, you should 

calculate percentage per all cases or all cycles 

not per conception.  

 

 

 

Using the 37,5Units as the initial dose was a 

period when IVF was not available in our 

hospital after when some of the high responding 

cycles are not being cancelled but converted to 

an IVF cycle. 

 
The ongoing pregnancy rates were recalculated 

per all cycles including ones with all pregnancy 

outcomes. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

1- In  table 1 primer & sekonder should replaced by 

primary & secondary. 

2- Table 1 you did not comment on antimüllerian 

hormone.  If these data available should 

mentione 

 

 

The corrections were made in the manuscript. 

 

AMH data were not available. 
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