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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

1- Improve the introduction section and consider previous reports about like EP during 

controlled ovarian stimulation.  2- Discuss more details regarding the cause of this type 

EP during IVF procedure and if related to doses of medicine for ovarian stimulation in 

previous research.   
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

dear editor; I am very pleased that you have directed me to evaluate your article.  First 

of all, it is very nice that the article is written beautifully and simply and clearly. 

Especially in the table and figure, the characteristics of both cases are expressed clearly 

and simply. I just want to make three points. 1. both cases have a history of tubal 

obstruction, but by which method was this diagnosis made (HSG ? or diagnostic L/S ?) 2. 

If the diagnosis was made with a particularly diagnostic surgical method, if the 

diagnosis was hydrosalpenc or a similar infective process, why was salpingectomy not 

performed before IVF? 3. Were both cases not recommended coid prohibition during the 

coid COS treatment process, if not, could hcg preparations similar to cracking needles 

have been applied to these cases? 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The cases are interesting but the presentation lacks context and important clinical 

information. It is hard to follow the clinical scenario of each case since the histories of the 

two cases were mixed in the text. Please write the two cases separately. 

 


