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	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.


	This manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community as it sheds light on the critical role of social support in mitigating psychological distress among women undergoing IVF treatment. By demonstrating a strong negative correlation between perceived social support and levels of depression, anxiety, and stress, the study underscores the need for integrating psychosocial interventions into fertility care protocols. The findings provide empirical evidence that can guide healthcare providers in developing targeted support systems, ultimately improving mental health outcomes for IVF patients. Additionally, the research contributes to the broader literature on infertility and mental health, offering insights that could inform policy and practice to enhance the wellbeing of individuals facing reproductive challenges.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	The current title, "Dynamics of social support and its relation with psychological wellbeing among women undergoing invitro fertilization treatment", is clear and relevant but could be slightly refined for greater precision and impact.
	

	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 is well-structured and covers key aspects of the study
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound overall with a clear research design, appropriate methodology and statistically valid conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are largely sufficient and relevant but there is room to include more recent studies (2020–2024) and expand on key themes for example: cultural aspects of social support, longitudinal IVF studies
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript is generally suitable for scholarly communication but there are areas where clarity, conciseness and grammatical precision could be improved to meet high academic standards. The manuscript is publishable with language edits particularly for grammar and conciseness.
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	· The manuscript is publishable
· Simplify language and adhere to active voice where possible

· The study is scientifically sound and contributes valuable insights
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