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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.

	Appendiceal neoplasms are rare and there is lack of specific symptoms, Hence the preoperative diagnosis is difficult. The author has presented a case of 56-year-old women with a mass in the right iliac fossa. In the exploratory laparotomy there was a mass originating from vermiform appendix and coming in contact with right ovary. The histopathological examination of appendix confirmed the presence of acellular mucinous tumour of appendix. This manuscript emphasises that the preoperative diagnosis is difficult and the definite diagnosis is reached only intraoperatively and by histopathological examination. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes 
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	The abstract is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	        It is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	       There are only 12 references. Some more references would have been better.
	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	

     Yes.
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	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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