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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The authors show the case of giant teratoma with isolated intestinal duplication in adult. 

The case presentation is so interesting, however, I have some concerns to disucuss. 

-What is the novelty of this case? -What are the blood test findings? -What is the clinical 

relevance? -The clinical manifestations of intestinal malformations are diverse and 

difficult to diagnose preoperatively. What should we do? What should we do? What are 

the countermeasures? 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This manuscript aims to report a rare case of a giant teratoma with intestinal duplication, 

which has not been reported previously in the scientific literature. The topic is relevant 

and the manuscript rigorous, but there still exists some space for text improvement. The 

third sentence of first paragraph and the second sentence of second paragraph of the 

DISCUSSION section should have a reference. In addition, I suggest adding more 

paragraphs including future directions in clinical practice challenges of the surgical 

treatment of this case. 

 


