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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.


	It is one of the rare case report and often difficult to diagnose clinically and radiologically. Mostly, provisional diagnosis can be made after taking proper exposure history with patient. Though uterine hydatid cysts are rare, one should think of it especially in endemic areas for proper evaluation and management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Cystic degeneration of uterine leiomyoma mimicking Ca ovary: a rare diagnostic dilemma 
	

	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.


	Write case presentation part in short. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Abstract part can be written more concisely. In discussion part, author can correlate this study with similar articles and can compare in between. Most of the sentences in this article have been repeated. So please look after on this. 

Result part is too long.
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	Optional/General comments


	Relying only on usg seems quite surprised me. I would have done MRI, cancer markers prior to the operation to rule out malignancies.
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