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	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.


	It addresses a critical intersection between cancer prevention and endocrine preservation in gynecologic surgery.

 it contributes valuable evidence to support the safety of this increasingly adopted preventive strategy. 

The findings help dispel concerns about ovarian reserve compromise, reinforcing confidence in opportunistic salpingectomy as a low-risk intervention.

 The study adds region-specific data from a tertiary care setting which enriching global understanding and informing clinical guidelines in diverse healthcare contexts
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is suitable , Specifies the intervention,that identifies the population (perimenopausal women)

And it indicates study design.

	

	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.


	It is very Clear that it states the objectives, summarizes the methods, results good.
If Clarify Study Design: Add “single-center,
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it has answered the Research Question 

The study addresses a clinically relevant and timely question: whether prophylactic salpingectomy affects ovarian reserve in perimenopausal women.

It is Appropriate Study Design, with Inclusion/Exclusion Criteria, used vadidative biomarker ,with standard surgical technique, high level of statical analysis and ethical clearance 
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	generally sufficient and relevant
	

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


	Yes, the language quality of the manuscript is generally suitable for scholarly communication..
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-executed and timely study that addresses an important clinical question in gynecologic surgery and oncology. The authors are commended for their prospective design, ethical rigor, and clear presentation of finding
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