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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 article presents the relevance of the procedure and its limitations considering different medical and clinical viewpoints. It's interesting for the academic community and interventional medical teams, and even for society. However, I felt the lack of a more comparative and substantial approach to the topic, to highlight advancements related to the technique or even new points of attention in clinical groups that may have characteristics.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	What kind of update? State of the art, adverse events, post-operative period, survival, etc. Perhaps it would be better to specify the purpose of the update.
	

	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 summary is good, it gets straight to the point of the article, but I suggest adding the discussion and the conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct; however, I suggest presenting the comparative points of the review followed by the discussion. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is important to look for more current references.
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The acronym WSES appears twice in a row in the second introductory paragraph, which seems to be quite long, as if it were a single paragraph.
The paragraph "Table comparing mortality, major complications, length of hospital stay, and readmission rates between laparoscopic cholecystectomy and percutaneous cholecystostomy in acute calculous cholecystitis" at the end of Table 1 is inadequate. It appears to be a caption; I suggest creating a new paragraph presenting the content shown in the table for later discussion.

After constructing a discussion about the presented content in a comparative way, it is necessary to discuss the relationship between the different review articles.
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