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World Journal of gastroenterology- 75096-66915 Thank you for having an opportunity

to review this case report by Dr. Cai, et al. They reported a literature review of
gallbladder neuroendocrine carcinoma. The authors summarized the diagnosis, clinical
features, treatment and prognosis of this rare tumor. Although their report is valuable,
there are several points to be revised for the acceptance. Major 1. The authors lack
Method section. Please describe how to search, include and exclude previous reports in a
more detailed way and their plan of statistical analysis. Flow chart of eligibility can assist
reader’s understanding of this manuscript. 2. All tables are not well-constructed and bit
less easy to understand. Some modifications will be needed, for example, turning tables
sideways in Word file. 3. Introduction section looks not enough. Please describe and
clarify unsolved subjects and problems of previous reports. 4. Some specific
ultrasonographic, CT, and MRI images of GB-NEC should be provided. 5. In Table 1,
please describe units of survival time. 6. “BG-NEC”s are typo in Abstract and
Manuscript. 7. Throughout the manuscript, English quality looks not good. Some

grammar mistakes are found. Please have an English proofreading again.




