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	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 study is significant because it offers the first prospective assessment of the Karaman Score (KS) for prognosis and treatment recommendations in acute appendicitis, going beyond its recognized diagnostic function. By proving that certain KS cut-offs (≥9 for surgical therapy, ≥10 for difficult disease) have predictive value, it provides clinicians with an easy-to-use bedside tool to help with the crucial choices between non-operative and operative treatments and to forecast the severity of a disease. The study's conclusions are supported by its robust approach, which includes surgical blinding and comparison to well-known biomarkers like NLR. The KS has the potential to improve patient selection for antibiotic-first techniques and optimize resource usage in emergency surgery if it is validated by bigger multicenter trials.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes
1. The Karaman Score Predicts Treatment Pathway and Disease Severity in Acute Appendicitis: A Prospective Study

2. Prognostic Utility of the Karaman Score in Acute Appendicitis: A Prospective Cohort Study
	

	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 and well-structured, effectively summarizing the study's core components.

Key suggestions for minor improvement:

1. Add specificity: Explicitly state the study design (e.g., "prospective diagnostic accuracy study") and the specific prognostic metrics (predicting surgery and complicated disease).

2. Integrate key finding: Smoothly incorporate the result about the Neutrophil-to-Lymphocyte Ratio (NLR) having the highest AUC into the narrative about the Karaman Score's performance.

3. Strengthen conclusion: Frame the conclusion to more decisively state the score's potential clinical role as an "adjunct tool" in decision-making protocols.
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