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clinicians. However, there are several points to address/improve. 1. All abbreviations in 

the abstract and text should be properly introduced and deciphered. 2. The patient BMI 

is not reported. That is a very important information and should be included. 3. Patient 

medical history should be extended (if possible, at least self-reported information) as it 

misses the data about previous infections (self-reported kidney/ bladder infections?), 

and family history (?). Blood analysis seems quite short. Any successful pregnancies? 

Children? Etc. 4. Considering reported oophorectomy, the women was in surgical 

menopause. Did she complained about any relevant menopausal symptoms? Any 

medication including hormone-replacement therapy? 5. Author did not suggest any 

causes (even hypothetically) of the observed pathology. 6.  Discussion section is quite 

limited and would benefit from inclusion of any molecular pathology data (suggested 

pathway to cause the observed AML?) relevant to the hypothetical causes of the 

observed pathology. 
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are they removed segmental descending colectomy. Is it essential. 2. Please provide 

the date of diagnosis, date of surgery, postoperative complications and the prognosis. 3.

 Please provide the mass tumor image and the tumor sectional image. 4. if 

possible, abdominal CT after operation is essential. 5. From the figure 2, it is not a 

typically HE staining image of lipoma. So SMA staining is essential. 6. There are also 

some spelling mistakes in the study.  
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