Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Research Journal of Gynaecology and Obstetrics

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_ARJGO_139387

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	HUGE DEGENERATED FIBROID MIMICKING HYDATID CYST OF THE UTERUS: A RARE DIAGNOSTIC DILEMMA

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	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 is an interesting review of a rare case. This case demonstrates the importance of proper differential differential diagnosis in the rare case of uterine fibroid resembling a hydatid cyst, adding to currently available literature. While rare, this report underscores the need for vigilance, particularly for conditions endemic in one’s area of practice and in proper diagnosis and treatment. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title accurately reflects the primary point of the 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.


	The abstract is very comprehensive and includes all necessary data, no need for revisions. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The authors adhere to widely accepted methodologies and techniques during the diagnostic and treatment process. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and recent for the most part, with the exception of  references 9 and 13.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes, the language is fine, no need for revisions or proof-reading
	

	Optional/General comments


	1) The authors should use the Introduction-case presentation-discussion-conclusion format, which is more appropriate for case reports.
2) “total abdominal hysterectomy with bilateral salpingectomy”: did you consider fertility-sparing surgery? The woman was still young and may have wished to have more children.
3) Figures 1 and 2: these are very poor quality images (photographs of printed material). Please provide the digital originals in order to increase visibility.
4) Results: too many details are provided for the histopathological study. Please reduce this text and keep only the most notable parts. Furthermore, information is repeated from the “Methods” section. 
5) Discussion: please provide some examples of similar cases from the literature, even those incidentally discovered during surgery.

6) Conclusion is consistent with findings.
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