Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Research Journal of Gynaecology and Obstetrics

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_ARJGO_132705

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Urethral Mucosal Prolapse in Rivers State University Teaching Hospital:  A Case Report And Literature Review

	Type of the Article
	Case report


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	The manuscript outlines the importance of diagnosing urethral mucosal prolapse and will be helpful in reduction of chances of misdiagnosis in such cases. This can be a valuable literature for researchers as well as clinicians to follow a specific line of treatment. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title should be modified to “Urethral mucosal prolapse in six year old pupil: A single case report and brief review”
	

	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 well structured and briefly written
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript provides a rare case report which requires more researches and literature reviews. The manuscript maintains association with scientific literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not sufficient in case of a brief review; references should be at least 25. Try to cite recent studies for providing a more strong evidence.
	

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


	The manuscript maintains a good flow throughout, with good readability and proper explanantion.
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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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