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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This is nice topic about rare situation in pregnancy with accidental findings during surgical 
delivery. Mostly, the condition must be suspected if no explanation for lower abdominal 
persistent pain in the second or third trimester. 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Yes   

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 researchers were unsuccessful in writing the introduction to the research, as it was 
written in a poor writing style and far from the common foundations of scientific research. 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

This point in particular is not applicable because the whole case report manuscript is not 
written correctly.  

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

There is a weakness in documentation and a weakness in the way they are presented as pathological 
cases, despite their rarity  

The use of four recent references is considered a weakness of the research, and the researchers 
should have reviewed the literature on the subject, especially since it is rare  

I cannot understand what the authors mean by saying “Giving a trial of vaginal delivery for such 
patients can be disastrous” if the diagnosis is mainly in labor during cesarean delivery. 
In addition, I cannot understand the statement mentioned in the text “Management is detorsion followed 
by cesarean section and removal of any tumors” because this is not true in this shape. 
 

 

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

The number of references is very small, and here I suggest that researchers review the following 
publications to help rewrite the research: 
Sparić R, Pervulov M, Stefanović A, Tadić J, Gojnić M, Milićević S, Berisavac M. [Uterine torsion in 
term pregnancy]. Srp Arh Celok Lek. 2007 Sep-Oct;135(9-10):572-5. Serbian. doi: 
10.2298/sarh0710572s. PMID: 18088045. 
 
Jensen JG. Uterine torsion in pregnancy. Acta Obstet Gynecol Scand. 1992 May;71(4):260-5. doi: 
10.3109/00016349209021049. PMID: 1322618. 
 
Carbonne B, Cabrol D, Viltart JP, Papiernik E. Torsion de l'utérus gravide [Torsion of the pregnant 
uterus]. J Gynecol Obstet Biol Reprod (Paris). 1994;23(6):717-8. French. PMID: 7995919. 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
No. the paper needs proper language editing.  
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 

PART  2:  
 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript 

and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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) 
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