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well written manuscript. i have few suggestions. 1- how is the follow up of pateint?
2-"gynecologic disease may coexist with intrabdominal
pathologies"( https://doi.org/10.1111/tbj.13174) and (doi: 10.5152/ejbh.2018.4132) 1

suggest both of these uptodate studies for the references.
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1. The background part, the author introduced too much about genital Mixed malignant
Mullerian tumour but not about extragenital. 2. The picture processing is too rough, not
beautiful. (1)The arrows are too big and too long,so it doesn't look pretty. (2)Some
pictures that present the same section can be put together side by side. (3)For the figure 3,

it's better to have a ruler next to a specimen.
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I found this article very interesting. Firstly because of the topic which is a non frequent
tumor, generally forgotten by professionals. It is always relevant to make them aware by
refreshing the knowledge with a case report and a very well carried out discussion.
The presentation of the topic is very well done, clear, concise. The case is very well
explained and then the final discussion has reviewed adequately the area. The relevant
part is that authors recognized what should have been done in a different way to
improve outcomes and this is very important for those professionals dealing with same

topic in clinical practice.
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