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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 is relevant to the scientific community as it describes a rare case of non-puerperal uterine inversion secondary to a gangrenous submucous leiomyoma, a condition that is uncommon and challenging to diagnose clinically. 

· The report contributes to raising awareness among gynaecologists about the need for a high index of suspicion when evaluating vaginal masses associated with bleeding and anaemia. 

· The case also reinforces the importance of individualized surgical planning in gynaecological emergency settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· The title is appropriate, clear, and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. It correctly identifies the clinical condition, the aetiology, and the therapeutic approach used.

· Optional suggestion to explicitly indicate that this is a case report.:

· “Non-puerperal uterine inversion secondary to a gangrenous submucous fibroid: case report and surgical management using a combined abdominal and vaginal approach”


	

	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 clear and well structured, covering the introduction, case presentation, and discussion. However, the following suggestions are proposed:

· Explicitly add the justification for performing hysterectomy (failure of uterine repositioning techniques and the patient’s clinical condition).

· Include a brief concluding sentence highlighting the main clinical lesson of the case.

· Make a minor linguistic correction: “39-years old” should be revised to “39-year-old.”
	

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

The introduction provides good contextual background but could be more concise and focused. Points for improvement: reduce repetitive statements regarding the rarity of the condition, update epidemiological data with more recent references and insert a clear transitional sentence leading into the case presentation.
Case Presentation

The case description is detailed and well organized; however, some adjustments could improve clarity and objectivity.

Aspects to improve: 

· Present the clinical data in a clearer chronological order.
· Avoid redundant information.
· More clearly specify the criteria used to decide on hysterectomy.
· Explicitly state whether informed consent for publication of the case was obtained.
Discussion

The discussion is comprehensive but could be more analytical and comparative.

Aspects to improve:

· Compare the presented case with similar cases reported in the literature, highlighting similarities and differences.

· Reduce excessive narrative review and place greater emphasis on critical interpretation.

· Better correlate the clinical and surgical findings with the outcomes and management decisions.
· More clearly explore the indications and limitations of the surgical techniques employed.
Conclusion

The conclusion is appropriate but somewhat generic.

Aspects to improve:

· Make the conclusion more objective.

· Reinforce the main clinical lesson of the case.

· Avoid excessive repetition of concepts already discussed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· The references are appropriate, relevant, and relatively recent, including articles published up to 2023. They cover the clinical, diagnostic, and therapeutic aspects of non-puerperal uterine inversion.

· Suggestion: if possible, include a recent systematic review or case series (within the last five years) specifically focused on surgical approaches and outcomes to further strengthen the discussion.
	

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


	The English is understandable but requires revision.

Aspects to improve:

· Occasional grammatical errors.

· Inconsistent use of verb tenses.

· Excessively long sentences in the discussion section.
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