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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Very interesting findings. However, it would not affect the managment.

I tends to

disagree that when the infant was put under GA and performing laparoscopy, If there is
no HSST sign, cholangiogram will not be performed and confidently 'confirm' it is not
BA. Performing lap cholangiogram is easy and don't need 5mm ports and instruments.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

To authors, I totally agree with your data about, the new operative finding,
“subscapsular telangiectasia”, for diagnosis of biliary atresia. However, before making a
tinal decision, several parts of manuscript should be revised. 1. I think that, on the page
8, the first sentence “The groups were age-and sex-matched” would be duplicated. If
that was not duplicated, please express that with another more specific sentence to
prevent confusion to the readers. 2. Figure 1 is very good collection of pictures by which
we can see the characteristic hepatic surface of biliary atresia and the other infantile
cholestasis. 3. The authors classified the HSST into a dispersed type and concentrated
type in Figure. However, I could not recognize the difference between two types of
HSST in Figure 3. What is the definition the dispersed type and concentrated type of
HSST? Each definition should be more specific. 4. In legend of the figure 3, the authors
wrote that the dispersed type was marked with arrowheads and the concentrated type
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with long arrow. However, in the picture of figures 3, the dispersed type was marked
with short arrows (not arrowheads). Please correct that mistake. 5. Legend of Figure 6 in
manuscript definitely has been written with mistakes. Picture A is not color Doppler US
image; it is just the picture of laparoscopic finding. Other mistakes also should be
corrected including the arrowheads; I can find just thick and short arrows in the picture.



