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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This was a interesting case report of small gallbladder polyp with advanced histology, accidentally

detected in the specimen of cholecystectomy. This case was unique because age was only 25 year-old

and accompanied with symptomatic gallstones. I think this conclusion was too strong. We cannot

apply this special case to our guideline.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Very well written but a few changes need to be made. First, after seeing oncology what follow up was
done? For example, why did she get seen 3 years after surgery? Did she get imaging follow up?
Blood work? Add to the discussion what the follow up should be for stage 1 cancer. Add to the
discussion what the current standard for follow up of polyps less that 1 cm is (usually u/s
periodically). Also, you cannot make the conclusion you did. It is way too strong. Instead you
could say that this case has made you consider lowering your threshold for removal of polyps. Also,
what really happened here was not a polyp just sitting around but a polyp with chronic chole which
is probably the real factor causing the risk of cancer. Please add the pathology report on the nature
of the gallbladder wall and burden of gallstones.




