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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 case report describes a rare but important complication: gossypiboma following caesarean section, which led to left adnexectomy in a young woman. It emphasizes the clinical, psychological, and medicolegal implications of retained surgical materials. The manuscript contributes to the scientific community by highlighting prevention strategies, patient safety, and surgical accountability. Documenting such unusual presentations helps strengthen awareness among clinicians and reinforces adherence to international safety guidelines.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable. A slightly more precise alternative could be: “Gossypiboma Following Caesarean Section Leading to Left Adnexectomy: 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 abstract is generally adequate but requires minor corrections. For example, the phrase “there is a spring of its occurrence” should be corrected to “there are reports of its occurrence.” The abstract could also be strengthened by mentioning histological confirmation of gossypiboma.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is scientifically correct, well-structured, and supported by relevant literature. The discussion appropriately covers pathophysiology, risk factors, clinical presentation, imaging, management, and prevention.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references are mostly sufficient and recent. However, a few require correction in formatting (e.g., Ref 3 and Ref 7 appear incomplete). Otherwise, the reference list adequately supports the discussion. We recommed discuss and cite https://www.liebertpub.com/doi/10.1089/gyn.2023.0038
	

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


	Yes, but minor revisions are required. Some sentences are long and slightly awkward. Phrases such as “spring of its occurrence” and “index patient had gossipyboma” should be corrected. With light editing, the language will be fully suitable.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The case is well presented with useful figures. Improving figure labeling would enhance clarity. The conclusion could be slightly strengthened by noting implications for surgical training and for resource-limited healthcare settings.
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