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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 
 

The role of selective non-operative management in acute uncomplicated appendicitis has garnered interest 
in both paediatric and adult patients. 
Would advise the authors to adhere to one particular style of font. Kindly review the literature used including 
grammatical construct whilst adhering to scientific language only. 
Although the results of the study are promising in the first instance, a complete overhaul in clinical practice 
is unlikely to be expected based on this study as a standalone. I would therefore rewrite the conclusion. 
There has been no discussion about the limitations of the study, 
The results section is unnecessarily wordy and would benefit if the results were tabulated for an easier read. 
Kindly adhere to a single reference style to ensure homogeneity. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

N/A  

Optional/General comments 
 

Whilst the topic is clinically useful if the authors would consider revising their article based on the suggestions 
provided it may enhance their article further. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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