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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The manuscript “Skin as a site of recurrence in 
carcinoma ovary-an unusual presentation” is an 
interesting one because skin metastatic disease is 
a very uncommon situation in ovarian cancer. 
However, the authors must emphasize in the case 
report that the skin lesion is not on the site of a ny 
drain that had positioned during surgery although 
they explain it in the Discussion.  
 
 

………………….Local examination and CECT 
abdomen showed complete response & CA-
125 was 30.46 IU/ml. Patient was once again 
kept on periodic follow up. In Jan 2016 a 
solitary firm nodule of 3x3 cm was detected on 
left lower flank which was non-tender and fixed 
to skin (Fig-1). Careful enquiry and review of 
operative records showed that the nodule 
didn’t develop on the site of drain positioned 
during surgery nor was it close to incision 
sites………. 
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