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	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 describes a rare case of primary leiomyosarcoma arising from the broad ligament, a condition that is seldom encountered in routine gynecologic oncology practice. Because of its uncommon location and non-specific clinical presentation, such tumors are frequently misdiagnosed pre-operatively. The case adds useful clinicopathological and radiological information to the limited existing literature. It also highlights the importance of histopathology and immunohistochemistry in establishing a definitive diagnosis.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate but can be made more specific.
Primary Myxoid Leiomyosarcoma of the Broad Ligament Mimicking Ovarian Malignancy: A Case Report”
	

	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 provides a general overview but is not fully comprehensive.

Suggestions:

· Briefly mention the patient’s age and key presenting features.

· Clearly state the histopathological diagnosis as myxoid leiomyosarcoma.

· Include a short note on surgical management, adjuvant therapy, and outcome.

· Reduce repetition and improve sentence structure for clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is largely scientifically sound.

However, a few points require clarification:

· The mitotic activity is relatively low (1–2/10 HPF) for leiomyosarcoma. The authors should better explain how malignancy was established, especially in the context of myxoid variants.
· Tumor rupture and piecemeal removal are mentioned but their prognostic implications are not discussed.
· The rationale for using cisplatin-based chemotherapy should be briefly justified with supporting references.
· Lung findings are described as infection or metastasis at different points; this needs clearer interpretation.
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	The number of references is acceptable, but their quality needs improvement.

Several references are general topic links rather than peer-reviewed articles.

Some references are duplicated.

Reference formatting is inconsistent.
Include recent reviews or guidelines on uterine and extra-uterine leiomyosarcoma.
	

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


	Professional English language editing is strongly recommended to improve readability and scientific presentation.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail) NO

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
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	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
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