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	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 manuscript provides valuable clinical and surgical data on laparoscopic cholecystectomy from a regional healthcare setting.

· Such region-specific surgical audits are useful for understanding demographic trends, indications, and perioperative outcomes.

· The study contributes baseline data that may help compare surgical practices across different healthcare systems.

· Findings may assist surgeons and policymakers in improving patient selection and perioperative management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· The title is appropriate, clear, and accurately reflects the content of the study.

· It clearly mentions the procedure, patient profile, and geographical region.

· No major modification is required


	

	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 summarizes objectives, methods, and main findings adequately.

· However, numerical outcomes (sample size, key complication rates) should be explicitly stated.

· The conclusion section of the abstract could be more outcome-oriented.

· Minor reduction of background information is suggested to improve clarity.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The study design is appropriate for the stated objectives.

· Surgical procedures and clinical parameters are described clearly.

· Statistical analysis appears basic but acceptable for a descriptive clinical study.

· Limitations such as single-center design and lack of long-term follow-up are insufficiently discussed.

· Causal inferences should be avoided, as the study is observational.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· References are relevant to laparoscopic cholecystectomy and gallstone disease.

· Most citations are appropriate, but some are relatively old.

· Inclusion of a few recent (last 5 years) international surgical guidelines or meta-analyses is recommended.

· Reference formatting should be checked for consistency.


	

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


	· Overall language is understandable and suitable for scientific communication.

· Minor grammatical and typographical errors are present.

· Sentence structure can be simplified in several sections for better readability.

· Professional language editing is advised before final acceptance.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· Tables are informative but could be better summarized in the text.

· A clearer comparison with similar national or international studies would strengthen the discussion.

· The conclusion should more clearly reflect the key clinical implications of the findings.

· Adding a brief section on future research directions would enhance the manuscript.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	Not checked
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