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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The article needs native editing. 
The surgical procedure is not explained well. 
The abstract must be completely rewritten. 
Why the inclusion criteria for women were 20-35 years old. 
Treatment methods are not explained separately and what is the role of tube aspiration in ectopic pregnancy 
treatment. 

 Outcome: was detected such as: success of treatment, tubal integrity, occurrence of normal pregnancy, 

recurrence of ectopic pregnancy, complications of treatment. 

All the initial outcomes are not explained well, for example, how was the tube patency was detected, in which 
group the patency of tubes was checked, and why was the MTX still given in recurrent case of EP? 
Table 1and 2 ,also 3 and 4 should be merged. 
Some parts of the result are listed in the discussion section. 
What are the strengths and weaknesses of this article? 
The discussion section should be written more fluently and duplicate words and PowerPoint format should be 
avoided. 
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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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