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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 manuscript addresses an important and timely question in reproductive endocrinology by framing polycystic ovary syndrome (PCOS) as a coupled metabolic–reproductive disorder rather than an isolated gynecological condition. By integrating contemporary evidence on insulin resistance, hyperandrogenism, neuroendocrine dysregulation, and incretin biology, the review provides a coherent systems-level perspective that is highly relevant for both researchers and clinicians. The discussion of dual incretin agonism, particularly tirzepatide, is scientifically valuable because it moves beyond symptom-oriented management and explores disease-modifying strategies grounded in metabolic physiology. As such, the article contributes meaningfully to ongoing debates on translational endocrinology and the future direction of PCOS therapeutics.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and accurately reflects the scope and content of the manuscript. It clearly signals both the pathophysiological framework (“metabolic–reproductive crosstalk”) and the therapeutic focus (“dual incretin agonism with tirzepatide”), which will be useful for indexing and for attracting the target readership. No alternative title is strictly necessary.
	

	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 comprehensive, well structured, and accurately reflects the narrative review. It successfully outlines the pathophysiological rationale, the therapeutic hypothesis, and the current limitations of PCOS-specific evidence for tirzepatide. One minor suggestion would be to add a brief explicit sentence clarifying that tirzepatide use in PCOS remains off-label and investigational, to pre-empt misinterpretation by less specialized readers. Otherwise, no deletions are recommended.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The pathophysiological descriptions are consistent with current consensus views, and the translational inferences drawn from obesity and diabetes trials are appropriately cautious and clearly labeled as indirect where PCOS-specific data are lacking. Mechanistic arguments are well supported by cited literature, and limitations are explicitly acknowledged, which strengthens the scientific credibility of the review.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is extensive, relevant, and up to date, including recent large randomized trials, meta-analyses, and international guidelines. The balance between foundational literature and contemporary studies is appropriate. No essential references appear to be missing. If desired, future revisions could consider adding emerging real-world data once available, but this is not a requirement at present.
	

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


	The language is clear, precise, and appropriate for an international scientific audience. The manuscript reads fluently, with consistent terminology and a professional academic tone. Only very minor stylistic editing may be needed at copy-editing stage.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript demonstrates high scientific quality, clear structure, and strong relevance to current research and clinical practice. It meets the standards expected of a narrative review in an international medical journal and is suitable for publication following routine editorial handling.
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