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	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 significantly contributes to modern gynecological surgery by demonstrating that high-efficiency 19Fr mechanical shavers can be safely utilized under local anesthesia, bridging the gap between small-diameter office tools and traditional inpatient resectoscopy. By validating a rigorous paracervical block protocol, the study provides a clinical roadmap for shifting complex procedures to ambulatory settings, which reduces the risks associated with general anesthesia and optimizes healthcare resource allocation. Furthermore, the identification of nulliparity as a specific risk factor for procedural failure offers essential guidance for patient selection and personalized anesthetic planning.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable as it accurately describes the surgical intervention, the specific instrumentation, the anesthetic modality, and the study design. However, including the ambulatory setting or the primary outcome could enhance its impact and immediate relevance to readers interested in outpatient gynecological procedures. An alternative title could be "Feasibility and Pain Tolerance of 19Fr Mechanical Hysteroscopic Morcellation under Local Anesthesia in an Ambulatory Setting" to more precisely communicate the clinical context and study objectives.
	

	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 comprehensive and structured well, effectively summarizing the background, methodology, and key findings regarding the feasibility of using the 19Fr shaver under local anesthesia. I suggest explicitly defining "surgical success" in the results to clarify that it refers to the complete removal of pathology in a single session, as noted in the full text. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound, utilizing a standard retrospective case series design that explicitly adheres to the process guidelines. The methodology is clearly defined with a reproducible anesthetic protocol comprising multimodal premedication and a paracervical block, which aligns with current pain management standards in gynecological surgery. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and largely up-to-date, providing a solid foundation for the study's context and findings.
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