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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 is significant for the scientific community as it investigates the role of Anti-Müllerian Hormone (AMH) in predicting ovarian response and IVF outcomes. Given the increasing prevalence of infertility and the importance of personalized treatment approaches, the findings could influence clinical practices and decision-making in assisted reproduction. The study contributes to the ongoing discourse regarding the predictive value of AMH, offering insights that could enhance patient counseling and treatment strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title, "Anti-Müllerian Hormone in the Prediction of Assisted Reproduction Results at the Poissy Hospital (France)," is suitable. However, a more concise alternative could be: "Predictive Value of Anti-Müllerian Hormone for IVF Outcomes: A Study from Poissy Hospital, France."
	

	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 but could be improved by:
· Clearly stating the statistical significance of the correlations found.
· Including a brief mention of the study's limitations to provide a balanced overview.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript appears scientifically accurate, but the authors should:
· Confirm whether the study protocol was registered prior to data collection.
· Specify adherence to established guidelines for observational studies, such as STROBE.
· Include references for the defined AMH levels (low, normal, high) to support their classifications.
· Clarify the rationale behind the statistical tests used.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	References
The references cited are relevant and mostly recent. However, the authors should consider adding additional recent studies that further investigate AMH's role in IVF outcomes to strengthen the literature review.
	

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

	
The language and quality of English are generally suitable for scholarly communication. A thorough proofreading is recommended to correct minor grammatical issues and improve clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments

	
· The sample size of 123 patients is reasonable, but the authors should discuss potential limitations related to sample size and generalizability.
· Ensure that all statistical results are clearly reported
· The discussion section could delve deeper into the clinical implications of the findings, particularly regarding how AMH levels should influence treatment decisions in IVF.
· Mention the strenghst and limitations of study based on study designs and study itself

The manuscript requires major revisions to address the comments raised, particularly regarding clarity, adherence to guidelines, and the inclusion of additional references. The findings are valuable, but improvements are needed to enhance the manuscript's quality and rigor.
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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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