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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.


	The findings of this research will be a great relief to the women undergoing invitro fertilization knowing that OCP pre-treatment before ovarian stimulation is a viable and safe option for cycle scheduling in IVF without compromising oocyte yield.  This outcome has some important practical implications to clinicians involve in IVF practice especially in Nigeria where efficient cycle coordination likely improves service delivery without affecting adversely the clinical success. The knowledge that pre-treatment with combined OCPs may not negatively affect both the quantity and quality of oocytes retrieved is a boost to the IVF practice.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is suitable
	

	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.


	Yes the abstract is good.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is good but there are some corrections to be done particularly in the statistical part which is not clear and need to be cross-check 
1. Table 1 in result the statistic/percentages should be cross-checked, the values do not tally.

2. Table 4 the comparison of egg-yield between participants with OCPS and natural cycle. The number should be 43 and not 46 as recorded.

3. Table 5: comparison between pregnancy rates among the two groups (Took OCPs and natural cycle), the Chi-square (p= 0.659) is not statistically significant but was reported as being statistically significant.
	 

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are so scanty and outdated.
The authors should use recent references and beef up the reference section.
	

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


	Yes the English language is good and understandable
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	Ethical approval number should be included in the manuscript.
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