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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 
 

 
 
This is an interesting study.  
 
However, the author needs to explain more regarding PRP and GCSF. What are the 
differences between the two and what are their advantages and disadvantages? 
Basically, why is the author comparing these two substances in the first place? 
The author also needs to put in more literature review regarding these substances 
and their effects based on previous studies. 
 
Another important factor that affects implantation and pregnancy rate is the embryo 
quality. The author did not document on the embryo quality between the two groups. 
 
Author needs to explain more regarding the classification used to grade endometrial 
vascularity. What was the ultrasound frequency used and how was operator bias 
minimised?  
 
Did all the subjects receive the same dose of oestradiol during endometrial 
preparation? 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
There were grammatical and writing error throughout the paper ie capital letters in the 
middle of the sentence and starting a new sentence with small letters. I strongly suggest 
the paper is sent for proof reading before resubmission. 
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PART  2:  
 

 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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