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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.


	1. This study is a good study which will help raise awareness among the surgeons and pathologists about what they have to watch out for in routine gallbladder specimens. 
2. This study highlights the need for thorough routine histopathological evaluation. 

3. This study states the importance of susceptible age groups for gallbladder malignancy 

4. This study highlights the importance of a multidisciplinary approach for the diagnosis of gallbladder lesions. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of this article is appropriate for the given 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.


	In the abstract, result subsection, avoid mentioning benign lesions as ‘neoplastic lesions’. Use the word benign neoplasms and malignant neoplasms to avoid wrong interpretations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. The aim of this study is not mentioned in the ‘Introduction’ segment of your article.
2. Under the ‘Materials and Methods’ heading, elaborate on the inclusion criteria of this study. 
3. An original study should always start with a title, an abstract, followed by Introduction, Materials and methods, Results, Discussion, Conclusion  and References. None of the subheadings should be repeated within the main content of the study. It was noted that in your study, the ‘Results and discussion’ section was followed by a separate ‘Discussion’ section. Make it into two separate headings and do not include them both in one heading. 
4. Tables and figures should be mentioned in the description and incorporated at the appropriate places. 
5. All the text citations should be square brackets and superscripted. Please note that it should come inside the full stop. (For example: [3].)
6. All references should be in Vancouver style.
7. Inner references are not in order, and some of the references were missing in your study. 

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references showed in this study are sufficient and recent. 
	

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


	The quality of English in the given article is satisfactory. Remove unnecessary numerals like ‘2. Materials and methods’ as mentioned in the article. There is no requirement to put numerals for the main headings. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	No general comments for this study. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There is no ethical issues seen in this manuscript. 
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