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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. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 

1. He discuss a rare but serious problem for the patient. 

2. The title is suitable. 

3. The abstract is comprehensive. 

4. The subsections and structure are appropriate. 

5. The manuscript is scientifically correct. 

6. The references are sufficient and recent. 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 

Yes  
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

In Keywords section 
 Please add: Acute abdomen, case report. 

In Abstract section 
• Please delete [Manuscript without author details ].  
In Introduction section 

 Please clarify the danger of acute pancreatitis on the patient, if the presence of acute 
appendicitis will affect the outcome, and the complication of performing any surgical 
intervention in this time. 

In Case presentation section 
 Please mention if the patient give informed consent and if you get Ethical approval. 

 Please clarify if the patient had an epigastric pain with radiation to the back or no. 

 physical examination  Please state the result of abdominal examination ( rigid abdomen, 
which was tender predominantly). 

 [The patient was HD (Hemodynamically) and respiratory stable] instead of [The patient was 
HD and respiratory stable]. 

 Please explain what is meant by the acronym FID in [ Epigastric and FID sensitivity]. 

 Please check the wording of the sentence [Normal volume VB, alitic Tumefied latero-caecal 
appendix]. 

 Is the surgical indication essential in this case?  
 Is the approach used for appendectomy laparotomy or laparoscopy, and confirmation of the 

existence of any difficulty or complication. 
  Please specify the supportive care for acute pancreatitis used in managementز 
 Is there a follow-up period for the patient? 

In Discussion section 
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 [Serum amylase is usually fall to normal within the first 48 hours after the onset of 
Pancreatitis] instead of [Serum amylase is usually within the first 48 hours after the onset of 
pancreatitis]. 

 [ Endoscopic retrograde appendicitis therapy (ERAT) ] instead of [ Endoscopic treatment of 
retrograde appendicitis (ERAT) ]. 

 [as in our case the patient underwent appendectomy] instead of [ as in our series Our 
patient underwent appendectomy ].  

 Please mentions if any limitations related to the case. 
In Conclusion section 

 Please delete [Is the surgical indication essential in this case and is the approach 
laparotomy or laparoscopy?]. 

 
 
PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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