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This is an interesting case report regarding a rare case of peritoneal malignancy arising 

in a patient with BRCA1 mutation who was previously treated with prophylactic 

salpingo-oophorectomy. The literature is vague and further research is really needed for 

the treatment and follow up of these patients. Thus the question is original and well 

defined. The manuscript is written appropriately and correctly designed. Results and 

discussion are well presented. Language is simple and understandable, but there would 

be of some merit to undergo some linguistic improvement. The manuscript could be 

acceptable for publication after minor revision. 
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