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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS: 

 

A) I have made my specific comments on the paper.  

Manuscript was revised according to your kind recommendations 

 

B) General comments:  

1. The paper needs major language and punctuation polishing. The errors and mistakes in 

language and punctuations make some sections difficult to understand. Your paper will 

benefit from being edited by a native English-speaking academic.  

The Manuscript was revised and revised by Dr. Henderson, who is a native English 

Speaker. 

2. Do any of these studies that have been reviewed identify the time of expulsion, infection, 

perforation etc.? For example, one of the studies you reviewed in the Result section as as 

follows: “One clinical trial evaluated levonorgestrel IUD use one year after planned 
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cesarean in 42 women randomized to receive post placental insertion (within 10 minutes ) 

at the time of scheduled cesarean or to delayed insertion 4-8 weeks after cesarean. The 

post placental IUD insertion group had a significantly higher expulsion rate than the 

interval insertion group (20% (4/20) vs. 0% (0/22), p = 0.04).” Does the paper mention the 

time of IUD expulsion? If you can find these information from the reviewed studies this 

will add more value to your work.  Could not find the time of expulsion.  

3. There are numbers in brackets throughout the Result section whose meaning and purpose 

are not known. For example, on page 5, paragraph 1, you wrote the following: “27 % 

(4/15) expulsion rate was similar for the for the IPP/EP groups, while no expulsions 

occurred in the interval INT 0 % (0/16). In addition, these 2 groups also reported 

significantly less pain upon insertion”. What do (4/15) and (0/16) mean? Does it mean 4 

out of 15? If yes, which group had 15 subjects? This is seen throughout the results section 

and makes it difficult to understand the meaning of the reports. I have highlighted some of 

them.  

Manuscript revised. 

4. You may summarize the results of the review for the studies in a Table.  

5. Great amounts of results have been repeated in the discussion section. You may need to 

remove repetitive parts, combine some of them and use sub-headings in both Results and 

Discussion section for ease of understanding and make your paper flow. 

Manuscript revised. 
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