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their study.Did only  Subtotal, distal or wedge resectioncases include? These points 

should be carefully evaluated and explained in Material and Methods section. 
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Dear Authors,   first let me congratulate with you for your study. The meta-analysis, 

that you carried out, is methodologically well conducted; English and statistics are more 

than good. However, prior publication, I would suggest to clarify the two categories 
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"reoperation" and "intervention" in which you divided procedures performed within 30 

days from LG. Why is “cholecystectomy" a reoperation and ""percutaneous drain" an 

"intervention"  Wouldn’t be easier and more appropriate to consider all procedures 

performed due to a postop complication as a "reoperation”? please explain this or revise 

categories to receive my approval for publication. 
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