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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This case report is valuable because primary serous adenocarcinoma of the fallopian tube is extremely rare and often misdiagnosed as ovarian cancer. Sharing such a case helps clinicians recognize the diagnostic challenges and highlights the importance of intraoperative evaluation and histopathology. It contributes to medical literature by reminding gynecologists and oncologists to keep fallopian tube carcinoma in the differential diagnosis when evaluating adnexal masses.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	The abstract is clear and provides background, rarity of the disease, diagnostic difficulty, and the case details. However, it can be made more comprehensive and structured.
Suggestions:
Add Objective: Begin with a clear statement of why this case is being reported (e.g., rarity, diagnostic challenge).
Add Methods/Approach: Briefly mention how the diagnosis was reached (imaging, intraoperative findings, histopathology).
Add Outcome: Currently, the abstract ends with confirmation of diagnosis. It should also mention treatment (surgery + chemotherapy) and short-term follow-up.
Avoid Redundancy: The background could be shortened slightly (too much overlap with introduction).

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically correct in its background, case description, and discussion. The clinical findings, diagnostic process, surgery, histopathology, and follow-up are consistent with what is documented in existing literature. References are adequate and support the main claims. Minor improvements could be made by providing clearer follow-up outcomes (e.g., current disease status after chemotherapy) to strengthen the clinical relevance.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	ok
	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	
The English is generally understandable, but the manuscript would benefit from language polishing for grammar, sentence flow, and consistency. Some sentences are long and could be simplified for clarity. For example, phrases like “Patent is under regular follow up” should be corrected to “The patient is under regular follow-up.” With minor editing, the language can meet scholarly communication standards.


	

	Optional/General comments

	



	




	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No
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