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Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments

reading.
According to the conclusions, what would you recommend?

If the objective of the work is the hysteroscopic findings, they must be referred to in the results of the summary
Results should not be included in the discussion; they were already exposed in the results section.

In the discussion section, so much data on numbers and percentages should not be included. should be a
discussion in comparison with the most relevant and interesting results of the authors studied; so that the
reader understands the meaning of the study and avoids having to make the comparisons of numbers and
percentage of the cases of each author himself, which makes it tedious and loses a bit of interest in what he is

Optional/General comments

therapeutic, being able to solve in some cases the cause.of infertility.

In general, it is an interesting investigation that really exposes the importance of including hysteroscopy as part
of the routine diagnosis of cases of secondary infertility, since it is a procedure that, in turn, is diagnostic and
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