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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.

	I believe this manuscript addresses a very important and often overlooked disease process which is a relevant source of continued and often undiagnosed pain and morbidity which can significantly affect their quality of life. As physicians with a huge clinic load we often attribute most RUQ pain to cholelithiasis or peptic ulcer disease – and tend to dismiss the patients as hypochondriacs when our initial work up does not reveal any of the straightforward horses. This paper highlights the importance of keeping this zebra very much in our differentials and also provides a suitable and seemingly effective approach to tackle the same.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	I would rather have the title be – “The decision to operate in Functional Gall Bladder Disease – Pain as a critical factor”
The current title while relevant, does not outline the choice between surgical vs conservative management for this disease.
	

	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.

	Slight source of confusion – in the abstract, the Result section states that 30/32 had an uneventful course whereas Results in main section states that there was symptomatic improvement in 30 of these patients following mild analgesia. I feel the same should be highlighted in the abstract as well as the abstract gives the impression that no conservative management was done for the mildly symptomatic cases and that their course of disease was uneventful -neither improved nor worsened.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	While it is scientifically correct I have a few doubts –
A) You’ve mentioned that endoscopy and Usg were done to rule out peptic ulcer disease and cholelithiasis – but lung and cardiac conditions also contribute to RUQ  pain. Was pneumonia ruled out with clinical features or CXR at least kept as an exclusion criteria? 
B) While you have mentioned that CCK scan could not be performed owing to the cost – but variable CCK and CCK Receptor levels and response may vary following a fatty meal in a patient – is there any way to also determine CCK adequacy in these patients and ensure that that might not be the underlying cause for hypokinesia? 
C) Till what duration were the patients followed up post operatively – and was any pain scoring like Visual Analog scale used? 
D) Were all surgeries uncomplicated with no other significant intra operative events?
E) Is there a criteria to decide patients with severe vs mild symptoms? Or was it purely based on the subjective reporting of a patient.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes sufficient and relevant 
	

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

	Yes I believe It is suitable with no gross grammatical errors
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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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