Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Case Reports in Surgery

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJCRS_145426

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	The Surgical implications of a left-sided Gallbladder: A case report

	Type of the Article
	Case report


	PART  1: Comments



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

	Author’s Feedback (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.


	This manuscript highlights the clinical significance of left-sided gallbladder disease, a rare congenital anomaly often discovered during laparoscopic cholecystectomy. The manuscript emphasizes the challenges facing surgeons, such as the need to reposition laparoscopic incisions and carefully handle the unusual anatomy of the bile duct and cystic artery. It also emphasizes the importance of performing an intraoperative on-table cholangiogram to accurately define the anatomy before clipping the cystic duct and cystic artery. This case study contributes to enriching knowledge and guiding clinical practice by providing information on the safe management of such rare cases.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the manuscript is very appropriate.

It clearly identifies the main topic of the paper, namely a gallbladder on the left side, indicates its importance from a surgical perspective, and classifies it as a case report.
	

	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 fairly comprehensive, covering all the essential elements of a case report: background to the rare anomaly, the surgical challenges it poses, a brief overview of the patient's condition, and the procedure followed. A clear and straightforward sentence summarizing the outcome of the specific case can be added, such as: "Laparoscopic cholecystectomy was safely completed without complications after confirmation of normal anatomy using intraoperative cholangiopancreatography."

Multiple sentences describing the general surgical implications can be combined or shortened (e.g., "Its position has implications..." and "The dissection will have to be done carefully").
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is largely scientifically sound and follows accepted clinical guidelines for the management of left-sided gallbladder disease.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the manuscript are current and sufficient. Overall, the cited references strongly support the scientific content of the manuscript and confirm that it is in line with current understanding and surgical guidelines for left-sided gallbladder disease. But it is also possible to add more sources to support the message scientifically and strengthen it.
	

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


	The quality of the English is excellent and suitable for academic and professional publishing. The language is clear, precise, and uses correct medical terminology.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript indicates that the patient's initial diagnosis was peptic ulcer disease, which she did not improve with the general practitioner. The cause was later determined to be cholecystitis.

Comment: No information is provided as to why the left gallbladder was not diagnosed on the initial ultrasound examination. The ultrasound showed cholecystitis and gallstones without any indication of intrahepatic or extrahepatic bile duct abnormalities. This report would have added more value by discussing the reasons why preoperative diagnosis is so difficult, especially in the absence of other associated biliary abnormalities.

Although the manuscript states that the cholangiopancreatography did not reveal any atypical biliary anatomy in this particular case, it would have been helpful to describe the actual anatomy of the patient's artery and cystic duct in detail in the "Case Presentation" section to confirm whether it followed the expected normal pattern (i.e., the artery crossed from right to left in front of the common bile duct) or if there was another "atypical" pattern in this particular case.

There is clear repetition between sentences regarding surgical implications in the "Summary," "Introduction," and "Discussion" sections (e.g., the importance of changing the position of the scopes and the use of cholangiopancreatography).
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