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	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 is important for the surgical community because laparoscopic cholecystectomy is performed every day, and this anatomical variation can often be encountered during the operation. By increasing awareness of Moynihan’s hump, surgeons can better identify anatomical anomalies and perform safer dissections, reducing the risk of vascular injury. Publishing this case contributes valuable knowledge that supports safer surgical practice. It also encourages surgeons to remain vigilant and to recognize rare variations that may otherwise be overlooked.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable for the case. 
	

	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 generally clear and gives a good overview of the case. It explains the condition, the surgical finding and why it is important.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	For the case presentation, the details of the previous admission can be made shorter. You can give a brief history instead of a long explanation. For the intraoperative section, it would be better to describe the steps in more detail, especially how you achieved a safe cholecystectomy by following the critical view of safety.

In the discussion, the sentence “A recent meta-analysis estimates the incidence to be approximately 1.3% [5,6]” is not supported by reference 5, so this should be corrected. You can also add the possible role of intraoperative ultrasound and intraoperative cholangiography. Finally, explaining exactly how safe dissection was performed during surgery and comparing this with the existing literature would make the case clearer and more valuable for readers.
	

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

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


	It is suitable
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well structured and clearly describes a rare but important anatomical variation that surgeons should recognize. The figures support the case well, but the discussion could include a bit more clinical detail to make the report more complete. Overall, the article is useful for clinical practice and adds value to the existing literature on safe cholecystectomy.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical issue
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