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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 
 

 
None – great paper 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

When you refer to Mirena IUCD – it is known as a system so technically should be 
IUCS – I realize many use IUD terminology for all – but think you may want to amend. 
 
Are you aware of the Contraceptive Choice Project findings.  In your paper, you refer to 
prior studies not having the implant as #1 choice.  Not sure if you want to include the 
Contraceptive Choice project done in US  
In the references, not sure why not using latest WHO – Reference #2 – old – newest WHO 
guidelines are 2015. 
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Typo- under Abstract – first word in conclusion needs a capital letter.   
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