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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 review focuses on an important and topical topic at the junction of reproductive endocrinology and metabolic medicine: the increasing significance of dual incretin agonism in the treatment of polycystic ovarian syndrome. The manuscript presents a complete synthesis of existing research on the metabolic-reproductive interaction in PCOS, highlighting tirzepatide's therapeutic potential beyond glycemic management. Given the increased global prevalence of obesity, insulin resistance, and PCOS, this review is important for both physicians and researchers. The article advances translational understanding and may inform future clinical trials and therapeutic techniques.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title is straightforward, descriptive, and appropriately describes the scope and purpose of the manuscript.

	

	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 often detailed and well-organized. However, it could benefit from:
A more explicit declaration that this is a narrative review (or indicate the style of review).
A more specific final phrase emphasizing clinical implications and future research directions.
Slightly simplify technical phrasing to increase readability.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	All things considered, the manuscript is conceptually and scientifically sound. The explanation of incretin-based therapy is in line with current evidence, and the pathophysiology connections between metabolic dysfunction and reproductive abnormalities in PCOS are accurately presented. However, given the paucity of direct evidence in PCOS, some mechanistic statements about tirzepatide would benefit from more cautious language.
The manuscript should make it easier to discern between theoretical or emergent notions and established evidence.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are often adequate, relevant, and include numerous current papers. However:
A few significant trials or reviews on GLP-1/GIP agonists and women's metabolic health that were conducted recently (2024-2025) should be included.
Some portions would benefit from more citation support, especially where broad clinical claims are made.

	

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


	In general, the language is intelligible and appropriate for scholarly discourse. Nonetheless, expert language editing would enhance the manuscript:
Sentence construction and succinctness
Coherence and flow between paragraphs
Elimination of excessively lengthy and intricate sentences

	

	Optional/General comments


	Even though this is a narrative review, the manuscript would benefit from a clear methodological statement (e.g., search technique, databases used, inclusion criteria).
Clarity would be greatly enhanced by schematic diagrams or figures showing the tirzepatide mechanism and the metabolic–reproductive interaction.
To provide more precise takeaways and future study recommendations, the conclusion needs to be slightly enhanced. The manuscript is scientifically valuable and relevant, but requires improvement in methodological transparency, language quality, clarity of claims, and structural refinement before acceptance.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No major ethical issues are identified, as this is a review article and does not involve new data collection from human or animal subjects.
No clear competing interest issues are apparent. However, the authors should explicitly clarify:

Whether there is any funding or relationship with pharmaceutical companies related to incretin-based therapies.
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