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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 
 

1. I do not think a literature review section is required for this article 
2. The result and discussion section should be separated 
3. The research equipment should not be listed but rather a description of how 

the procedure for microscopy and culture should be described 
4. The first paragraph of the result section should be in the methodology 

section 
5. This statement in the last paragraph of the methodology section should be 

reviewed because research cannot be meaningless: the research is 
meaningless if it has a p-value> 0.05 

6. It is not clear how the patients were recruited and in what was done to 
eliminate bias 

7. The 5th paragraph, 2nd line in the introduction section: What does “endometrial 
wall nidasi” mean? 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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