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Introduction:
The introduction effectively highlights the importance of infertility from social and cultural perspectives, supported by global and national statistics. However, it could be strengthened by more explicitly identifying gaps in previous research and clearly stating how this study will address those gaps. The introduction is somewhat dense with information, which might be improved by condensing sentences to enhance readability and better engage the audience. The research questions and objectives are fairly clear but could be formulated with more precision and focus.

Methodology:
The research methodology is comprehensive and clearly described; the sampling design, study type, data collection tools, and analytical methods are well explained. The use of both quantitative and qualitative data increases the robustness of the analysis. It is recommended, however, to provide more detailed descriptions of each step in sampling and qualitative data analysis to enhance reproducibility and clarity.

Results and Discussion:

Results are clearly presented with supportive tables, facilitating understanding of the data. The discussion appropriately situates findings within the broader literature and offers sound interpretation. The discussion’s acknowledgment of social and economic factors alongside existing research is a strength. It would benefit from a fuller discussion of the study’s limitations and more practical recommendations for improving infertility treatment access.
Conclusion:
The conclusions align well with the study’s data and objectives, summarizing key findings and implications succinctly. The article offers practical recommendations for addressing infertility treatment barriers, which is commendable. Highlighting policy-level interventions and prioritizing community-based strategies could further enhance impact.

Writing and Structure:

The article is written in a clear and scholarly style, though some sentences are lengthy and complex, which may reduce accessibility. Editing to shorten and simplify sentences, correct minor grammatical issues, and improve paragraph cohesion would strengthen the overall presentation.

Overall, the article is structurally sound and covers a significant topic effectively. Improvements could be made in sharpening the introduction to focus on research gaps, expanding methodological details, and refining language for clarity. Further detailed critique can be provided on writing style and statistical analysis if desired.
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