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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 study has significant relevance for the health area, as it is a rare case. Thus, 
some considerations were made, separated by section, for a better understanding 
and enrichment of the work. 
The study has significant relevance for the health area, as it is a rare case. Thus, 

some considerations were made, separated by section, for a better understanding 

and enrichment of the work. 

Abstract 

Keywords must be registered in Mesh terms to facilitate the location of the article in 

the search platform. According to Mesh terms, the word subacute appendicitis is not 

included in this register, I suggest reviewing the term and the term bilateral cannot 

be a keyword because in Mesh terms it is not associated with varicocele, I suggest 

removing it. The purpose of the study is missing. 

Introduction 

I suggest placing the definition and classification information from the Discussion in 

this Introduction section. All information on both pathologies should be here in this 

section. I suggest defining bilateral varicocele and its characteristics. 

Regarding subacute appendicitis, as already suggested, this term should be revised 

and references that justify the use of this term included. What characterizes 

subacute appendicitis? 

The last sentence should be in the Case Presentation section. 

The purpose of the study is missing. 

Case Presentation 

I suggest putting approval for research by signing the consent form. 

Discussion 

In this section, all data referring to the results and reports, as well as the form of 

treatment, should be discussed based on the citation of other studies on the subject. 

As this is a rare case, the results must be discussed according to each pathology. 

For example, the histopathological results and classification of varicocele. 

All the conceptual part and classification must be in the introduction. 

I suggest citing studies on bilateral varicocele because it is rarer. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Regarding subacute appendicitis, as already suggested, this term should be revised 
and references that justify the use of this term included. What characterizes 
subacute appendicitis? 
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Optional/General comments 
 

 
In this section, all data referring to the results and reports, as well as the form of 
treatment, should be discussed based on the citation of other studies on the subject. 
As this is a rare case, the results must be discussed according to each pathology. 
For example, the histopathological results and classification of varicocele. 
All the conceptual part and classification must be in the introduction. 
I suggest citing studies on bilateral varicocele because it is rarer. 
 
 

 

 
 
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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