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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 
 

Author(s) would extend background at least with basic introduction relevant to disease and findings of the 
case would must be given. 
Time length of the various historical perspective should be given. For example, she had undergone 
caesarean section xx years and yy months ago. Patient observing these symptoms for xx years etc. History 
of normal mensural cycle xx years and son. 
Author(s) mentioned that clinical laboratory parameters were normal, author(s) should include tabulated 
results of main parameters. 
Authors would optimize figure legends. For instance, operative findings is not very much suitable in this 
case, I would suggest it would be appropriate to use intraoperative view of lesion or likely legend for figure 3. 
I would suggest to combine all figures in one to reduce the space and improve easy understanding of 
readers. 
Authors would include more histological examination views from various dimensions such as periphery and 
centre. It will provide more information on histological characteristics with respect to space. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Already mentioned above. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Already mentioned above. 
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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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