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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 manuscript is a complete, updated, and comprehensive literature review on the topic of Mirizzi’s syndrome, which is a serious but relatively rare complication of gallstone disease. The manuscript’s coverage of the different classification systems, diagnostic methods, treatment strategies in surgery as well as endoscopy, would certainly be highly useful to hepatobiliary surgeons, gastroenterologists, and radiologists. In the sense that it incorporates literature from 2025, this manuscript is a complete literature review on the challenges of preoperative diagnosis, with a need for differential treatment based on the type of syndrome, helping to emphasize patient care for a serious condition that has high morbidity when wrongly diagnosed.
	

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

	The current title is appropriate as it clearly indicates the focus on recent developments and management strategies.
	

	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 generally comprehensive but could be improved by including the specification of methodology of systematic searching as well as the time frame to reflect the rigorousness of the searching activity. Highlighting key conclusions regarding laparoscopic versus open surgical approaches and the importance of preoperative diagnosis.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and provides accurate, up-to-date information on Mirizzi’s syndrome. The discussion of classification, diagnosis, and surgery aligns with current knowledge. The comparison of laparoscopic and open surgery is clear and reflects the current consensus.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are relevant and cover both historical and recent studies.
	

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

	
The manuscript is generally well-written and understandable for scholarly communication.



	

	Optional/General comments

	
Figures such as, schematic of classifications or laparoscopic approaches would further strengthen the manuscript.
The manuscript may briefly describe new minimally invasive or robotic technologies, if such evidence is available.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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