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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
1- Title should include " case report". 
2- Your introduction without any references 
3- Your case report is not rare condition. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

1.I have changed the title from a simple case report to case report with review 
of literature 
2.My introduction is the summary of my discussion in my own words 
3. though it is not a rare condition case reports and protocol for management 
are limited 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
"Rupture is more common with  right ovarian cyst than the left, probably due to the 
protection of left ovary from trauma by the cushioning of the recto-sigmoid colon"  repeated 
twice in line 61-64 
 

I have changed it 
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