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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
This is case report and generally has addressed management in a standard way. 
There are some typos and these have been indicated. 
The references need to conform to the standard guidelines- Vancouver style. 
For a case report there are too many references- if the editor is okay with this, no 
changes need to be made. 
 
 

I have changed the title from only casereport tocasereport with review of 
literature 
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Check the typos  
 

changed 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Acceptable –this is not a unique presentation. Clinical presentation of haemoperitoneum in 
women should include ectopic pregnancy and ruptured corpus luteal cyst as mentioned. 
Other rare cases are also see. Most cases may need laparoscopy; caution in employing 
MRI and CT as these expensive in investigations. 
A fall in Hb need not be waited to occur before intervention. 
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