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PART  1: Review Comments 

 

 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 

 

The words shaded with yellow colour may be deleted 

or corrected according to notes overlying them in the 

text.  

The Numbers such as " 11,5% " should be corrected 

as 11.5%. All numbers in the text need to be revised.  
Abstract 
Methodology: These words " characteristics and treatment 
outcome " are repeated in lines 12& 15. Also, the 1st 

sentence is not clear. It may corrected in the text.  

Introduction 
Please, the authors may add a brief comment about 

follitropin-alpha; its structure, uses, common doses,...etc. 

Material and Methods: 
"Material"  may be replaced by "Patients" 

Line No. 63 needs to be documented by a reference. 

Line No. 77 is not clear. Also, the word "selected" is 

repeated. 

Line 82 needs a reference. 

Discussion 
Line 144, 145 need a reference. 

Balasch et al. is numbered 6 in the references. This needs 

to be checked again. 

Conclusions  
Should be added at the end of the text.  

Abbreviations 
Also, there are abbreviations needing to be clarified such 

as "IUI". Therefore, it is better to collect the abbreviations 

at the end of the text and to write their clarifications, under 

subtitle "Abbreviations". 

References: 

We have made all the corrections as suggested. 

except one item, only: 

 
We have not been able to understand what was 

meant by the revision comment: 

‘[7] Ares- Serono (1995) needs to write its 

website and re-cheeked’. We would be very glad 

if the reviewer would make this comment more 

clear.  
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[5] The name  "Calaf" is not mentioned opposite the 

name of the authors in the text, so it may deleted.  

[7] Ares- Serono (1995) needs to write its website and 

re-cheeked.  

 

In table 1: Infertility: Primer n(%); Sekonder n(%)* 
The words " Primer & Sekonder appeared incorrect" 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
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