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Prostatic sarcoma is an unusual pathology and this case can be served useful as to consider rare malignancies in prostate cancer which can often be missed.

Progressive LUTS is a general term more specificity of symptoms would be encouraged.

Mention any history of prior cancer or family history of cancer.
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Could describe more about the general prognosis in such cases and what could be done
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The authors can consider adding a brief idea on the gap between the potential surgery to cure the cancer and the patient’s inability to undergo surgery due to poor health. This highlights a common dilemma in managing cancer patients with significant comorbidities.
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