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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	The article provides a sufficiently detailed discussion of levonorgestrel, offering informative insights for the general public, academics, and practitioners.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Since this article is presented as a narrative review, the inclusion of a methods statement in the abstract, particularly the mention of databases used for the literature search, appears inconsistent with the structure of the main manuscript, which does not contain a dedicated Methods section. To maintain consistency between the abstract and the full text, it may be more appropriate to remove the methodological details from the abstract. If the authors wish to retain this information, they should consider adding a brief explanation of the literature search approach in the main manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically acceptable as a narrative review. However, it would still be beneficial to include a brief Methods section in the main text to clarify how the literature was identified, selected, and summarized. This would improve the transparency and overall rigor of the review.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Although the manuscript includes a large number of references, many of them are outdated, with a considerable proportion published before 1990. While older references may still be relevant for historical context, the review would be strengthened by incorporating more recent and up-to-date literature. In addition, the bibliography format is unclear, as it does not appear to consistently follow either the order of citation in the manuscript or alphabetical order by author name. The reference list should be revised to ensure consistency with the journal’s required citation style.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The figures should be improved to enhance their clarity and readability.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No
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