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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.


	The study provides solid proof for a less aggressive and more cost-effective method. These results can guide surgical choices, particularly in areas with narrow resources where lowering hospital stays and difficulties are vital. Furthermore, the study adds important local data to the global discussion on effective practices for managing choledocholithiasis
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title " Primary Closure Versus Closure Over T-Tube After Open Choledocholithotomy" is suitable but it may be more concise and clearer while still maintaining its informative value.

(Comparison of Primary Closure and T-Tube Drainage After Open Choledocholithotomy)
	

	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 in general is broad, as it contains the important components: background, methods, results, and conclusion. It successfully summaries the foundation for the study, the design, the key findings, and the final takeaway.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct in its methods and conclusions
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly sufficient and related, but the manuscript would benefit from adding 2–3 more recent and high-quality studies  and for a technique that is developing, it would support the paper to contain more recent 
referencing, if available, from surgical societies such as the Society of American Gastrointestinal and Endoscopic Surgeons (SAGES) or the International Hepato-Pancreato-Biliary Association (IHPBA).
	

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


	The manuscript's English is practical but need minor language editing. A thorough language review or professional proofreading is recommended to enhance tone grammatical mistakes.
Example:

All patients were in evaluated by history

Correction:

All patients were evaluated through history
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