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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
This is an excellent review on PEP. It is very well written and comprehensive. I don not

have any comments of substance. One suggestion is to use the more commonly sued

term "sphincterotomy" throughout the text and in the tables instead of "papillotomy" for

uniformity. Also use "Sphincter of Oddi manomertry" instead of "Oddi sphincter

manometry". Finally is Type I SOD a risk factor for PEP. Type II is typically the main risk

factor and should be added to the table 1
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statements Conflicts-of-Interest: [ ] Yes [ Y] No

SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Advantages：(1) The content of the article is comprehensive, including the pathogenesis,

risk factors, clinical manifestations, prevention and other aspects of post-ERCP

pancreatitis. (2) The article structure is clear and progressive. Disadvantages: (1)

Introduction is too simple and does not provide enough background information.

And the introduction mentions that “the purpose of this review is bring an update on

post-ERCP pancreatitis, its prevention, its treatment”, but according to the following text,

there is not too much discussion on the updated treatment. So the article needs to have a

more clear theme and focus. (2) The parts of risk factors and treatment are not

sufficiently discussed. (3) There is a lack of diagnostic criteria of PEP in the part of

diagnosis. (4) “Post-ERCP pancreatitis” and the abbreviations for it, PEP, are used

interchangeably in the article which makes reading a little difficult.
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The manusrtipt looks great and it is ready for publication.
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