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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 offers significant value to the scientific community by providing the first dedicated clinical evidence that a 19Fr mechanical shaver—typically reserved for operating room settings under general anesthesia—can be safely and effectively utilized under pure local anesthesia in an ambulatory context.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and well-constructed. It effectively adheres to the conventions of clinical research reporting by incorporating several key elements of a strong title
	

	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 comprehensive and methodically complete. It follows the standard structured format (Objective, Methods, Results, Conclusion) and successfully delivers a self-contained summary that allows a reader to understand the study without needing to consult the full text.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript is internally consistent and methodologically sound as a retrospective case series. However, its generalizability and external validity are not yet established.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, the references are insufficient and contain critical gaps. Your manuscript cites high-quality sources for general hysteroscopy, but your core argument—the feasibility of 19Fr mechanical shavers under local anesthesia—lacks direct, contemporary evidentiary support.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality are suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript demonstrates a professional, academic register consistent with peer-reviewed surgical journals.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Puja Singh, Bundelkhand Medical College, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


