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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.

Omentum is a fold of peritoneum which is laden with fat and has rich lymphovascular
permeation.

It offers support to internal organs and also contributes to immunity of intraperitoneal
environment. Often the omentum is extensively affected by any intraabdominal pathology like
infections and malignancies. primary pathology in omentum is very rare like an omental cyst or
other infections.

This case report is an interesting primary omental pathology and contributes to the existing
knowledge of primary omental pathologies and the possibility to consider omental gangrene as
a differential diagnosis

Is the title of the article suitable?
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Change the title
Rare cases of primary omental torsion with gangrene and management — case report

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do yes
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suggestions here.

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please yes
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Casel. — could have ruled out appendicitis histopathologically after performing an

appendicectomy and sending for histopathological examination , giving benefit of doubt of
appendicitis so that a second procedure for appendicitis could have been avoided in this young

child.

Substantiate more strongly why appendicectomy is not done which is the most common cause for

omental involvement in a young boy
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