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PART1:Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment(ifagreed with reviewer,correct 
the manuscriptand highlight thatpartinthe 
manuscript.Itis mandatory thatauthors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

CompulsoryREVISION comments 

 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 

(Please write fewsentenceson this manuscript) 

 
2.  Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 
3. Is the abstract of the articlecomprehensive? 

 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion 

of additional references, please mention in the review form. 

 

(Apartfromabovementioned6points,reviewersarefreetoprovideadd

itionalsuggestions/comments) 

 
ANS 1:The significance ofthis manuscriptcannotbe overstated,as germ cell tumors representa 
substantial portion,approximately 30%,of ovariantumors,predominantly manifesting as mature 
cysticteratomas.Furthermore,these tumors emerge asthe most prevalent ovarian malignancyin 
individuals within the firsttwo decades oflife,underscoringthe criticalimportance ofunderstanding 
their patterns and characteristics. 

 
ANS 2: "EPIDEMIOLOGICAL TRENDS, CLINICAL CHARACTERISTICSAND OUTCOMES OF 
OVARIAN GERM CELL CANCERIN WOMEN: A RETROSPECTIVE STUDY FROMA TERTIARY 
HOSPITALIN PORT HARCOURT,SOUTHERN NIGERIA" 

 
ANS 3: The abstract thoroughly and extensivelyinvolves all therequiredinformation. 

 
ANS 4: Itwould be better to addlimitations andrecommendationsinthesubsections of manuscript. 

 
ANS 5: Although the manuscriptis scientifically sound,itwould be more appropriate to include mean 
and standard deviation forall variablesinthe study.Currently,onlythe standard deviation for age has 
beenreported. 

 
ANS 6:The cited references provide adequate supportforthe manuscript's scientific validity. 

 
(The data reveals only one case ofexpiry within a six-month period;however,the follow-up duration of 
monthsis consideredtoo brief foradequately assessing malignancies. Itisrecommendedto extendthe 
follow-up periodiffeasible to ensure comprehensive data analysis.Moreover,itis advisableto provide 
additionaldetail regardingthe deceased patient,specifying whether they were diagnosed with 
immatureteratoma or yolk sactumorforenhanced clarity and completenessinthe analysis. 
Iwouldrecommend modifying Table3to providea more comprehensive overview of 
treatmentoptions.Instead ofsolelylisting surgeries,consider renamingthe headingto"Treatment 
Options"andincluding an additionalcolumn specifying "Hysterectomyplus Bilateral salpingo- 
oophorectomy plus Chemotherapy" to offera moreinclusiverepresentation of the treatments 
administered.) 
 

 

MinorREVISION comments 

 

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 

 
Thelinguistic quality ofthis article is highly suitable forscholarly communications. 

 

Optional/Generalcomments   
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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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