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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This article emphasizes:
a) The high frequency of advanced stages at presentation for patients with HGSOC

b) The extension of abdominal and pelvic lesions in patients with advanced stage HGSOC
c) The comprehensive treatment for patients with advanced stage HGSOC

d) The increased risk of disease recurrence / progression after treatment for patients with advanced stage HGSOC, and the consequences of the lack of adherence to treatment protocols
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Advanced Stage High-Grade Serous Ovarian Carcinoma Complicated by Malignant Bowel Obstruction: Impact of Late Presentation and Delayed Adjuvant/Postoperative Chemotherapy – A Case Report
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	It should be coherent with the revised article
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	A) FIGO stage IVB (M1HEP) to be sustained with proof (a more precise description) of liver parenchymal metastases. ‘’… hepatomegaly with metastatic nodules…’’ – were these parenchymal nodules?
B) It should be desirable a more accurate description of the intraoperative findings (the extent of the initial disease) and of the surgical procedure. Was the result of the surgical procedure an optimal cytoreduction with residual disease <1 cm (since the removal of all gross disease offers superior survival outcomes)?
C) It should be needed more references in ‘’Discussion’’
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	It should be opportune to extend ‘’References’’ and update some of them
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	The language quality of the article may be improved in order to be more accurate
	

	Optional/General comments


	In ‘’Discussion’’ it would be appropriate to add some points relevant for improving patient’s adherence to treatment
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