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	Author’s Feedback (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.


	This study was very important for scientific study especially for women fertility life , as the AMH  can be used as primary test and first step  for fertility determination for women who conceive pregnancy, but  the study evaluates ovarian reserve using AMH in women with primary and secondary infertility however it is not clear whether measuring all fertility hormone in which time in menstrual cycle , hormones like LH, FSH, Progesterone and E2 usually require timing according to menstrual cycle, but the authors did not report the days of measurements, plus , in results its obvious that the author list his results and take the Socio-demographic characteristic in his article, my question is , is it necessary to include this criteria ? scientifically I think its not necessary.      
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of article is suitable but it should  mention two type of infertility to be comprehensive , so I suggest to change the tittle to (SERUM ANTI-MULLERIAN HORMONE LEVELS AS A MARKER OF OVARIAN RESERVE IN WOMEN WITH PRIMARY AND SECONDARY INFERTILITY

   
	

	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 was brief  it should include the inclusion criteria briefly the  author only mention the two types of infertility , and age group , the author should take  some points in to consideration m I suggest to add sentences , that the author study cases include   Socio-demographic characteristic in his article 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes the the manuscript scientifically, correct as scientific studies show that ovarian reserve is low in infertile women ,  and the author shown that and proven it can depend on as marker for infertility but as I mentioned above  , regarding the fertility hormones , is the author collect blood samples in specific days of the menstrual cycle 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In result paragraph , it need more references regarding to progesterone level and its differences between two studied groups , the author prove that there is no differences  , but not referenced  
	

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


	Yes its suitable 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Hormone measurement timing is unclear , all fertility hormone should be measured in 2 to 5 day of period except progesterone hormone , should measure in 21 th day of period , so I suggest to ignore progesterone hormone from the manuscript especially the results indicate that the readings not differ between two studied groups
Reference missing for certain statement that mentioned above
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

Yes Approval for the study was mentioned in manuscript  by the author which stated as ((the approval for the manuscript  obtained from the hospital research and ethic review committee of ISTH (NHREC/29/03/2017) with approval number ISTH/HREC/20201112/137. Ethical consideration in the study was based on ethical principles as outlined by the Helsinki declaration on biomedical research on human subjects. These entail respect for persons, beneficence, non-malfeasance and justice. 


	


Reviewer details:

Marwa Abbas Abdul –Razzaq Kubba, Baghdad University, Iraq

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

