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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (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.


	Having completed the analysis of the work in question, I believe it is important for the surgical community and emergency physicians, as it brings to the fore a rarely discussed topic in the evaluation of a trauma patient. Furthermore, it brings to the fore a fundamental issue in global public health: blunt abdominal trauma resulting from automobile accidents. Not only because of the impact on morbidity and mortality it causes, but also because of the population it affects. Finally, it considers two fundamental diagnostic and therapeutic elements in blunt abdominal trauma: multidetector computed tomography and laparoscopy. The latter is a fundamental tool as a last resort for diagnosis and treatment in blunt abdominal trauma and hemodynamically stable patients.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is correct, but I think it is more appropriate to add the rarity of the presentation.
Traumatic rupture of the appendix. A rare entity linked to blunt abdominal trauma. A Case report.

	

	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.


	Regarding the patient's clinical condition at the time of admission and the decision to perform surgery, I would add that since they came into contact with him, his hemodynamics have always been stable.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, this manuscript it´s scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In view of the limited scientific evidence on the reported case, the bibliography used is up-to-date and sufficient.

	

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


	In my opinion, the English language used in the report is academically correct.

	

	Optional/General comments


	I liked the article because, in addition to contributing a new case to the literature on this rare entity, it provides current bibliography and is very well documented.
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