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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 
 

This case study is innovative. The causes of acute appendicitis are 
obstructive and catarrhal. Faecolith, foreign bodies are usual 
causes of acute obstructive appendicitis. Obstruction due to 
worms is rare, but it is there. This study is evidence. The author 
has probably, correctly stated the pathogenesis in this case study, 
is due to obstruction or hypersensitivity reaction. I agree with the 
obstruction as the cause of pathogenesis because, the clinical 
features and raised white blood cell counts are in accordance with 
obstructive pathology.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

There are minor grammatical errors, rest everything is alright.   

Optional/General comments 
 

The author has mentioned three case reports. This is significant. Most of 
the surgeons despite doing thousands of appendicectomies, obstruction 
due to worms is not found.    I congratulate the author. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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