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I think that the manuscript is well written. I ask the Authors to read my suggestions and 

to include a few important facts in the introductory part of the paper. I wrote in which 

direction to discuss. After that the paper could be accepted for publication.   What are 

the new hypotheses that this study proposed? What are the key problems in this field 

that this study has solved? How might this publication impact basic science and/or 

clinical practice? 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Nice manuscript. A few observations are reported below.   In the text soma words are 

not spaced. Pay attention.   IMAGING EXAMINATIONS - “Enhanced pelvic magnetic 

resonance imaging conforme the findings, suggesting pyo,etra (fig 1) and possibly 

with the possibly endometrial polyp or submucosal myoma.  DISCUSSION - The 

discussion is absolutely well written, however it seems a review or a chapter of a book 

rather than a compared evaluation of the present case report with the data of the 

literature. The Authors should correlate what they reported in the discussion with the 

peculiar aspect of the present case report.  FIGURES - The Authors have to add the 

arrows on each figure. 

 


