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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.

	Percutaneous cholecystostomy continues to be widely used in high-risk patients with acute calculus cholecystitis, yet its role as a bridge to surgery versus a definitive treatment remains controversial. By synthesizing contemporary guidelines, randomized trials, and recent meta-analyses, this chapter provides a comprehensive overview that is valuable for surgeons, interventional radiologists, and acute care physicians. 
	

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

	Yes
	

	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 concise and adequately summarizes the procedural aspects, indications, complications, and the comparative intent of the chapter. 
If possible kindly add Key Conclusions paragraph of your take home message
No major deletions necessary
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The descriptions of technique, indications, complications, and guideline recommendations align with current evidence and international consensus statements. The comparison between percutaneous cholecystostomy and laparoscopic cholecystectomy is balanced and appropriately contextualized, particularly in high-risk patient populations.
Consider including emerging minimally invasive gallbladder drainage techniques (endoscopic ultrasound guided gall bradder drainage) if possible.
	

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

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

	
Yes, suitable and appropriate for an academic book chapter


	

	Optional/General comments

	The chapter is well structured, logically organized, and easy to follow. The inclusion of both guideline-based recommendations and real-world outcome data strengthens the chapter’s clinical relevance. This manuscript represents a strong and well-researched contribution suitable for publication


	















	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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? 

	No ethical concerns identified
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