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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The following should be immediately edited. 
1. Abstract: The following statement/expression is very difficult to understand. Please 

write it more simply. 
“For the infertility cause variable, the stress levels of those who were the infertile 
spouse were more than the other groups and the stress of the group whose wife was 
the infertile spouse was lower than those who were infertile themselves, and those who 
were still not certain about the cause of infertility” 

2. Introduction first paragraph. Too long! Divide it into three appropriately. 
3. “What is 1397?” 
4. Modify the reference style as appropriately. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
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that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
 
 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
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