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	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 tackles a relevant clinical dilemma—when to recommend cholecystectomy in patients with functional gallbladder disease. By demonstrating that pain severity rather than ejection fraction alone should guide decision-making, it provides practical value to everyday practice. This work can help refine patient selection and reduce unnecessary surgery, which is of interest to both gastroenterologists and surgeons.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate.
	

	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 clear and structured, but a few refinements would improve it:

· Mention explicitly that this is a retrospective study.

· Include the statistical significance of results.

· Recast the conclusion more definitively to highlight pain severity as the predictor of outcome.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is methodologically sound. The use of HIDA scan is appropriate and the conclusions are consistent with the data. However, more detail on patient inclusion/exclusion criteria, handling of missing follow-up, and the use of a standardized pain scoring tool would add strength.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are generally adequate. Adding recent consensus guidelines and region-specific studies would enhance the discussion.
	

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


	The manuscript is readable, though some sentences would benefit from polishing for grammar and flow. Minor editing is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The figures and legends should be more descriptive. The discussion, while informative, is somewhat repetitive and could be shortened. Overall, the paper is relevant and clinically meaningful.
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