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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.


	Since Ovarian sex tumors are very rare, much of what is known about them are via case reports like this, hence this again is quite relevant to the scientific community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. “A Giant Ovarian Sex Cord Stromal Tumor Presenting as a Massive Abdomino-Pelvic Mass” This is title description is relevant because an unusually large sex cord tumor is capable of mimicking other massive abdomino-pelvic tumors such as benign large cysts, sarcomas etc. 
	

	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, but I will suggest starting with a brief introduction defining sex cord stromal tumors (SCSTs), origin, behaviour, subtypes and epidemiology. This is clarity and stablish earliest context. This is also relevant to the fact that there are other ovarian tumours like those of epithelia origin that are not SCSTs.
e.g 

-SCSTs are a group of ovarian tumours that can arise either from ovarian sex cord elements or from stromal cells or both i.e Sertoli cells from cord elements and theca from stroma cells etc

-These tumours constitute only about 5% of all ovarian neoplasms etc

Schultz KA, Harris AK, Schneider DT, Young RH, Brown J, Gershenson DM, Dehner LP, Hill DA, Messinger YH, Frazier AL. Ovarian Sex Cord-Stromal Tumors. J Oncol Pract. 2016 Oct;12(10):940-946. doi: 10.1200/JOP.2016.016261. PMID: 27858560; PMCID: PMC5063189.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	This, for a case report, I think these references are good but may take a look at this:
Schultz KA, Harris AK, Schneider DT, Young RH, Brown J, Gershenson DM, Dehner LP, Hill DA, Messinger YH, Frazier AL. Ovarian Sex Cord-Stromal Tumors. J Oncol Pract. 2016 Oct;12(10):940-946. doi: 10.1200/JOP.2016.016261. PMID: 27858560; PMCID: PMC5063189.
Check your reference 15. “F, et al.” Seemed incomplete. Cannot be F. et. Al.
	

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


	Good
	

	Optional/General comments


	In my view and understanding I think the use of  “Pure” is confusing, like in here:

“1. Pure stromal tumor of ovary with sex cord-like differentiation (microcystic stromal tumor/sclerosing stromal tumor).

2. Mixed sex cord–stromal tumor.”
..because “Pure” here means either “stromal” or “sex code” but cannot be both.

.. also, when you say “stromal tumor of ovary with sex cord-like differentiation” you are already referring to a mix-tumour and again the idea of  item No. “2. Mixed sex cord-stroma” becomes an unnecessary repetition of item No. “1” above.

This confusing context would not have arisen if SCSTs were ab initio defined in an introductory part of the abstract as I mentioned above. 

From the term (SCSTs) “Sex cord” and “Stromal” tumours, SCSTs are a group of ovarian tumors arising from “sex cord elements” and “Stromal cells”. 
Streamline your presentation and finding to either be sex cord, stromal or mix tumor.
Read your discussion, especially your introductory part. That is correctly in line with mine. 

I think your own case is more likely a mix tumour? 

The authors to streamline the presentation and finding to reflect “Mixed sex cord–stromal tumor” only with description of the differentiation seen.
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