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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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.


	This is an interesting and rare case report describing small bowel perforation caused by an ingested rosemary sprig in the presence of an incidental Meckel’s diverticulum. The topic is unusual and potentially valuable for the literature given the lack of previously reported similar cases. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and descriptive. However, “A Case of Small Bowel Perforation” is redundant when followed by “A case report.” 

Consider rephrasing like: “Rosemary-Induced Peritonitis: Small Bowel Perforation Associated with Meckel’s Diverticulum”.


	

	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 lacks a structured format (Introduction, Case Presentation, Conclusion), which is recommended for case reports following the SCARE guidelines.

· Some sentences are to be  reframed (e.g., “No such case was ever reported” → could be rephrased as “To our knowledge, no such case has been reported in the literature”).

· Minor grammatical corrections are required (e.g., “acused” → “caused,” “develop an acute peritonitis” → “develop acute peritonitis”).

· The abstract should briefly mention the patient’s outcome and follow-up.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· References should be double-checked for formatting consistency (e.g., spacing, punctuation, journal name abbreviations).

· Reference [6] appears incomplete; ensure full bibliographic details are provided.


	

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


	•
References should be double-checked for formatting consistency (e.g., spacing, punctuation, journal name abbreviations).

•
Reference [6] appears incomplete; ensure full bibliographic details are provided.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Introduction:
The introduction adequately sets the context but could be more concise. The statement that rosemary is “not considered to be normally sharp” is relevant but should be supported by a short note on its physical structure and potential to cause injury. Consider adding 1–2 lines summarizing the significance of reporting such rare cases to alert clinicians.
Case Presentation:

The case is described clearly, but a few improvements are suggested:

· Correct spacing and punctuation errors (e.g., “70- years old female” → “70-year-old female”).

· The sequence of investigations could be presented in a more structured way (symptoms → physical exam → lab results → imaging → surgery).

· Clarify if Meckel’s diverticulum was confirmed histologically or only observed intraoperatively.

· The description “light abdominal pain” could be replaced with a more medically precise term (e.g., “mild abdominal pain”).

· Provide rationale for proceeding with laparotomy rather than laparoscopy, if relevant.

· Include relevant intraoperative measurements and images with labels.

Discussion:

•
The discussion appropriately compares this case with existing literature on foreign body–induced perforation, especially fish bones.

•
The claim that “no case of bowel perforation caused by rosemary exists in the literature” should be supported by a PubMed search reference or a statement on the literature search methodology.

•
The role of Meckel’s diverticulum as a predisposing factor is well noted, but adding a brief pathophysiological explanation (e.g., how it predisposes to perforation) would strengthen the discussion.

•
Consider a short paragraph on how such cases could be prevented or diagnosed earlier.

•
The conclusion is repeated in multiple sections (Discussion and Conclusion); this redundancy can be minimized.

Figures:

•
Figures are relevant but require better quality and labeling. Ensure that arrows or circles highlight key findings in operative and CT images.
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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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