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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	The knowledge from this manuscript will serve as a guide to gynaecologist to embark more on prophylactic salpingectomy during hysterectomy knowing that it has no potential impacts on ovarian function. Engaging on prophylactic salpingectomy during hysterectomy will reduce epithelial ovarian cancer risk originating from fallopian tube epithelium. The perimenopausal women undergoing hysterectomy for benign indications could as well request for salpingectomy knowing that it does not compromise their ovarian reserve.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is good.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct but there are some grammatical errors that need to be corrected.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Many of the references are obsolete, only about five are recent (within the past five years). The references should be added more to get up to thirty-five references and should be recent (within the past five years). 
	

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


	English is quality and good.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Statistical analysis is satisfactory. 

Perimenopausal women in this population are not well explained. Were they having perimenopausal symptoms like menstrual irregularities, mood changes, hot flashes and hormonal imbalances?

Article is good but need minor revision. Include recent references at least up to thirty five references and remove the obsolete ones. Throw more light on perimenopause.   Include the evidence of your ethical approval from the institutional Ethics committee. Check the grammatical errors.The article should be accepted after the revision and corrections.
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