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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 
 

This is a case report of a histologically rare subtype of cervical carcinoma. The 
histological descriptions are sparse. You should use and refer to WHO definition of 
this tumor. What are the main criteria? Differential diagnoses? Pitfalls? It is possible 
that the primary is in uterine cavity or ovary? Characteristic immunohistochemical 
markers? 
Usually there is also a cytological smear. Was this the case here? What was the 
diagnosis? Impact of cytological diagnosis? 
 
Figure 4 is not in focus. 
 
The discussion is mainly clinical, not histopathological 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Ref. 5 is an article in Norwegian. Did you really read it? 
I don’t quite see that this fits with a pharmacological journal. Consider sending a revised 
version to a pathology journal which accepts case reports. Also, if you have the prebiopsy 
cytology, it would be much more interesting for a cytopathology journal. 
 

 

 
 
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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