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	PART  1: Comments


	
	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.

	The indication for interval appendectomy following conservative treatment of an appendicular mass remains controversial in the current literature. There is no consensus regarding the routine application of interval appendectomy; the decision is largely based on the surgeon's clinical assessment, the patient's symptoms, and imaging findings. This manuscript is intended as a review of articles on this topic.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	I think the "The Role of Interval Appendectomy in the Treatment of Appendicitis: A Review of Current Perspectives" or "Approach of Interval Appendectomy in the Treatment of Appendicitis: A Review of Current Perspectives" title would be more appropriate.
	

	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.
	Yes, it is suitable.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Appendicolith is mentioned in the second paragraph of the discussion section. There are articles in the literature suggesting that patients diagnosed with appendicitis should not receive conservative treatment if appendicolith is detected. It would be beneficial to elaborate on this topic.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	There are more than five pre-2010 references. It would be more appropriate to cite studies done in the last ten years.
	

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

	
Understandable language has been used, but it would be better to edit it to correct grammatical errors before publishing. For example: “There were several studies that looked at the symptoms of recurrence atter conservative treatment of appendicular mass and the need of interval appendectomy.” and “Table Ⅰ List of studies and their recurrence perentage”



	

	Optional/General comments

	
- The final paragraph of the introduction section is structured more like a methods section. It would be more appropriate to include this information in the methods section.
- Are all conservative treatments applied in the literature the same? If not, what are the differences? This should be written in the method section.
- The discussion section provides abstracts of what has been done in other articles. However, I believe it would be more appropriate if these articles' strengths and weaknesses were highlighted.
- The author discusses the approach in his own region in the conclusion. However, author does not mention their own findings in the article. It is unclear how author arrived at this conclusion. there is no result section in the manuscript.
- I thought the conclusion section is quite brief for a review.

	




	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)


	






Reviewer details:
Doruk Bilgili, Bandirma Onyedi Eylul University,Turkey


Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                             Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (05-12-2024)	
