Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	International Journal of Research and Reports in Gynaecology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_IJRRGY_147945

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Incidental Ovarian Mass Leading to the Diagnosis of Krukenberg Tumor in a Young Woman Presenting with Bowel Obstruction

	Type of the Article
	Case Report             


	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 publication is significant to the scientific community because it underlines the diagnostic challenges and delays associated with Krukenberg tumors, underlining the crucial need for enhanced clinical suspicion in young women with bilateral ovarian masses and gastrointestinal symptoms. This case demonstrates the need of distinguishing between metastatic Krukenberg tumors and primary ovarian cancers in a timely and precise manner, which is critical for directing appropriate treatment and improving patient outcomes. It also underlines the aggressive character and poor prognosis of this rare metastatic entity, highlighting the importance of early discovery and interdisciplinary approaches to diagnosis and therapy. It is needed to add more words in manuscript as it is very less. Introduction is very less in this manuscript.
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	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.


	It is crucial to underline current diagnostic recommendations and multidisciplinary approach in some sentences in abstract.
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	 Yes it is scientifically correct. so one should proceed further
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	Quality of English language is medium not highly standard.
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	Some corrections are needed to make this manuscript more scientific. I recommend making some changes and resubmitting it before the final submission. Minor revisions are needed in the manuscript
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