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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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.


	This manuscript gives a major contribution to the physiotherapy community by highlighting the role of exercises in improving recovering outcomes after tubectomy. Further it creates a pathway for future research on exercise regimens to reduce long-term complications and optimize postoperative care in women undergoing tubectomy.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current manuscript title, “Postoperative Physiotherapy Care in Tubectomy – A Case Report”, is clear and detailed, but it could be more precise and engaging. 

 One suggestion will be

“Postoperative Physiotherapy Care for Women Undergoing Tubectomy - A Case Report”


	

	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 current manuscript title, “Postoperative Physiotherapy Care in Tubectomy – A Case Report”, is clear and detailed, but it could be more precise and engaging. 

 One suggestion will be

“Postoperative Physiotherapy Care for Women Undergoing Tubectomy - A Case Report”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	“Follicular tubes” should be replaced with fallopian tubes.

 “Fische clip” should be corrected with Filshie clip throughout.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly recent and adequate, but it could be better by strengthening them with systematic reviews, physiotherapy-focused evidence and clinical guidelines. This will show awareness of broader literature and enhance the manuscript’s scientific weight.


	

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


	          Phrases like “affected mobility” could be replaced with “impaired mobility” for precise medical language.

During this time, the physiotherapist plays crucial role in helping the woman regain her functioning by addressing many systems and so reducing her issues.”
This could be revised to:
“At this stage, the physiotherapist plays a crucial role in restoring function by addressing multiple systems and reducing complications.”


	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures and tables are helpful, but some figures are mentioned but not clearly included.

The study would be stronger if it discussed in a long-term follow-up, or acknowledged the limitation of short-term outcomes only were assessed.
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