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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.


	· Shows that a 19Fr hysteroscopic shaver can be used safely under local anaesthesia.
· Supports moving hysteroscopy from the hospital to an outpatient or office setting.

· Finds that nulliparous women may need extra pain management.

· Provides evidence to improve efficiency, patient comfort, and clinical practice in gynaecology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the current title is accurate and descriptive.

	

	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. 
It clearly states the objective, methods, outcomes and conclusion. 
It covers key aspects such as feasibility, pain tolerance, operative success and safety, which are all critical for this type of study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It is methodologically sound. The data support the conclusions and the discussion appropriately contextualizes the findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is sufficient, up-to-date and relevant.
	

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


	Overall, the language and English quality of the manuscript are good and it is understandable for a scholarly audience. The scientific terminology is appropriate, clear and professional.
	

	· Optional/General comments


	· The study is well-structured with clear sections for Introduction, Methods, Results and Discussion.
· Language is generally clear and professional.

· The manuscript addresses a relevant and timely topic.
· Overall, the study provides valuable evidence for outpatient operative hysteroscopy and could have an impact on clinical practice, resource utilization and patient care.
	· 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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