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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment 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 few sentences regarding the 
importance this manuscript for scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? Minimum 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

Uterine leiomyoma, which arises from uterine smooth muscle, is the most common benign 
gynaecologic tumour of the female pelvis, however, giant fibroids are very rare in current 
practice, posing a management challenge. A 28-year-old nulliparous woman presented in a 
private clinic in Makurdi, Benue State, Nigeria with severe pain and slow growing abdominal 
mass with pressure symptoms due to a giant uterine fibroid. Intraoperatively, the mass was 
huge, weighed 11.6kg, was continuous with the uterus and tightly occupied the abdominal 
cavity with restricted mobility. Myomectomy was done after consideration of the patient’s 
wishes, fertility concerns and intra operative findings. Patient did well without complications 
and was discharged on day six 
 

 

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

 

I think remplaceGiant Uterine Fibroid by Giant uterine leiomyoma  

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

 

yes  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

yes  

Please write few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
think that this manuscript is scientifically robust 
and technically sound?Minimum 3-4 sentences 
may be required for this part. 
 

 it’s a rare case  

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestion of additional references, please 
mention in the review form. 
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Is language/English quality of the article suitable 
for scholarly communications? 

 

 
This article must be revised by an English speaker 
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Please add histological images 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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