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Optional/General comments 

 

It is really an interesting article on the use of the Dydrogesterone in the outpatient clinic of a 
public hospital.But it seems to me that it is a very local study, carried out in a single hospital 
and in a very short period of time, which does not provide knowledge that can be 
generalised neither to the city of Alkharj nor to the country of Saudi Arabia, nor is the 
reasons analysed of the drug formulation, nor is an explanation given for the low frequency 
found in the study however the authors must specify in the case of use in the emergency 
department in which clinical situation it was used and in discussion, care should be taken 
when compare the results of your study that was only conducted in a hospital and for a 
period of 6 months.When comparing the results with those reported by Pang and Ma 
reported that progestogens were prescribed for 81,080 patients in China and by Ahmed NJ. 
In the obstetric gynaecological consultation, the latter were able to establish the percentage 
of Dydrogesterone formulation within said consultation, I believe the authors should also 
present their results as the percentage that the Dydrogesterone  formulation represented in 
the gynaecology and obstetrician consultation of the hospital in Al Kharj. 
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