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	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 manuscript provides a clinically significant case report that enhances the understanding of adult granulosa cell tumors (AGCTs), a rare ovarian neoplasm. Its detailed clinical presentation, imaging findings, surgical management, and histopathological confirmation contribute valuable insights to the scientific and clinical community. The comprehensive discussion on diagnosis, treatment, and long-term surveillance is particularly relevant for gynecologic oncologists and pathologists, reinforcing the importance of awareness and early detection. Moreover, the manuscript highlights the variability of clinical presentation and emphasizes the need for structured follow-up due to the tumor’s potential for late recurrence.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title accurately reflects the content of the manuscript and is suitable for indexing and scientific communication.
	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured, clearly summarizing the background, case presentation, and key conclusions. However, to strengthen it, the authors could briefly include specific imaging modalities (MRI and ultrasonography) in the methods description and mention the FIGO stage (IA) explicitly in the conclusion for clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically accurate, well-researched, and appropriately supported by recent and relevant literature. The diagnostic pathway, surgical intervention, and follow-up strategy are consistent with current guidelines and clinical best practices.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant, sufficient, and mostly up to date. For further depth, the authors could consider adding recent systematic reviews or meta-analyses (2022–2024) on AGCT management and long-term follow-up to ensure the article reflects the latest evidence.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear, concise, and professional English, suitable for scholarly publication. Minor language editing could further improve readability, but this is not critical.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-prepared and informative case report that will be a useful addition to the literature on rare ovarian tumors. The inclusion of high-quality imaging and histopathology figures enhances the educational value of the paper. The discussion effectively integrates current evidence with the clinical scenario.
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