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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	For the scientific community, the manuscript reveals the risk associated with estrogen-progestin therapy as a potential to erupt melanocytic nevi.
The manuscript also creates the awareness to carry out multiple-case studies on the same topic that can unravel more details about complications with estrogen-progestin therapy.
This manuscript serves as a base for further research on estrogen-therapy and potential melanocytic eruptions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title of this article is very much suitable and appropriate for the topic.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract of this manuscript is indeed comprehensive enough. However, it maybe of great importance to add a little introduction about estrogen-progestin therapy in the background for readers who may not be familiar with the term.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Upon in-depth review of this manuscript and based on my expertise, I conclude that the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient but are not recent enough. I therefore suggest the use of more recent references.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Upon in-depth review of this manuscript, I conclude that the language/English quality of the article is very much suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well written manuscript on the outlined topic and will be of key importance for further research by the scientific community. 
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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