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Thank you for the opportunity to review this manuscript. The authors presented an
interesting case of a rare large cervical cyst with a high squamous intraepithelial lesion
arising from the cervical stump.  Case report is interesting and well-written, However,
there are some parts that require explanation; In the section of Physical examination
upon admission: “The texture of the mass was slightly hard with poor activity” - please
explain in the text In the section Laboratory examinations: Please note that, abbreviation
should not be used if not mentioned previously, for example CA125, HE4, T, HPV53...
Values and units should be separated by space for example: 2.3ug/L In the section
Outcome and follow-up: The authors should explain the meaning of ..”SCCA level 0.3
ug/L” to the reader - is it normal, abnormal - please state the reference values. Please
explain the future tens in the second sentence of the paragraph “ will include....” or
rewrite the sentence. The final follow-up was January 1, 2019 - it is unnecessary to state
the exact date - the follow-up should be given in months, days... The major concern of
the manuscript is the discussion, which is unfocused, presented in a form of a literature
review comparing two kinds of hysterectomies in the context of cervical stump diseases.
The discussion, as it is written could be used for another separate manuscript, if the
authors wish to make the review on cervical stump diseases. I would suggest to the
authors to rewrite the discussion and direct it towards the specific problems and issues
relating to their case. Please omit the sentence about the first case in your department - it

is irrelevant to the rest of the world.
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