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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 paper is significant because the disease has an inferior outcome, with a median survival of only 14 months, which is important to consider in the diagnosis and management of this tumor.
	

	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.


	The abstract is currently underdeveloped and lacks a clear, structured format. It does not adequately summarize the key components of the case report, including the clinical background, case presentation, discussion, and conclusion. As a result, readers may struggle to understand the relevance and implications of the case. 

The abstract needs to be revised and has a more conventional structure—beginning with a brief background, followed by a concise summary of the case, key discussion points, and a clear conclusion. Such additions will enhance clarity and ensure the abstract accurately reflects the content and significance of the full report.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but it needs more revision to be published.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, all are recent; however, adding two or three references on immunohistochemistry and tumour markers is vital to guide the physician in determining the source of ovarian carcinomas and to find the primary source.
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	Yes 
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Restructured the abstract, 

· Added 2-3 references to the discussion section pointed out the immunohistochemistry technique.
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