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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 case report of Adult Granulosa Tumor is a useful reminder for practising doctors to consider this disease in the differential diagnosis of an adnexal mass in the postmenopausal woman. The review highlights some specific details required of diagnosis e.g. silent growth till symptoms are experienced, and late recognition of the disease. The details of the histology is useful for postgraduate students. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes , the clinical presentation, surgical approach to management and plan for follow-up are aligned to good clinical practice. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	This is a well written article which is easy to read . It is comprehensive. The gross picture and HPE of the pathological specimens are included. The explanation for the specimens are well written. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	It would be useful to give more details of the clinical examination. The authors have correctly pointed out that 30 % of such patients do not show the effects of hyper-estrogenesigm . Were the vagina and cervix atrophic? What was the size of the uterus. Please include the HPE of the endometrium ( as the authors have discussed endometrial pathology related to granulosa cell tumor. As good practice, it would be useful to include the serum values of inhibin and AMH ( done at follow up). 
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