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| sincerely appreciated this study, but it needs some minor review in my opinion:

- The distinction in

"pseudopolyps™ and "real polyps"” is not well explained: adenomas (adenomatous polyps has in fact the same

meaning) are present in both categories. Please correct (text and graphic)

- A distinction is due between

multiple and single polyps, as the indication uniformely accepted for surgery is multiple polyps > 5mm or
- a conclusion on your way of treating a
patient with a diagnosis of polyps must be enhanced with a flow chart.

single polyp > 1cm. Does your study confirm

these guidelines?
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Manuscript which was written on a subject of considerable controversy in general surgery has been generally
well-designed. Title accurately reflects the study topic. In the abstract, the incidence of malignancy should
be written. In keywords section, gallbladder and polyps words should be united and should be written in the
form of gallbladder polyps. Introduction, materials and methods, results, and discussion are sufficient and
well-organized according to the rules of journal. However, the conclusion in the last paragraph should be
rewritten as a highlighter. Typos in Table I must be corrected.  The journal has the figures and tables
captions.In the materials and methods, the word *picture” should be corrected as "figure”. | would advise that
the manuscript should be reviewed by a native English speaker.
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The manuscript is generally well-written and confirms the findings of previous studies on the subject. Although
the authors add no further knowledge to the subject of clinical decision-making of gallbladder polyps, they
provide a concise retrospective study. The authors conclude that the main factors affecting the decision are age,
size and number of polyps. The first 2 factors are extensively analyzed in the results and discussion sections.
The number of polyps is only presented in Table 1 but results are neither presented nor discussed adequately.
Extensive presentation of results in the Discussion section should be avoided. Similarly, reference to results
presented in Table 1 should be directed from the Results section only. Text revision by a native English speaker

is recommended due to spelling and syntax errors.




