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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It could have been more appropriate to suit the case report: 

Secondary Abdominal Ectopic Pregnancy followed by a failed attempt of Medical Termination - A Rare 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 good in structure but needs revision for language precision and flow. The content is strong; the writing can be more crisp.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	It can be better.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The chronology of events is not sufficiently clear and should be rewritten in a stepwise fashion:

1. When exactly was the first ultrasound done?

2. Who performed it and at what gestational age?

3. Was the pregnancy ever definitively confirmed as intrauterine?

4. Were there earlier antenatal visits?

5. Why was uterine rupture suspected instead of ectopic pregnancy at that moment?

A short timeline (bullet format or paragraph) would improve readability and scientific clarity.

The paper claims diagnostic difficulty, but the discussion does not fully analyze:

1. Why did ultrasound miss the abdominal pregnancy?

2. Are sonographic criteria for AEP present?

3. Could MRI or repeat imaging have helped?

The surgical decision-making is briefly described but deserves an clearer explanation:

1. Was placental removal attempted completely or partially?

2. What bleeding control strategies were used?

3. Why was methotrexate given postoperatively?

4. Was β-hCG followed to zero?

This is critical educational content in AEP cases.

The authors can:

1. Compare this case with 2–3 similar reported cases

2. Highlight what is unique about this case

3. Clarify how this case adds to existing knowledge
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