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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
I reviewed a retrospective study which compared the NOTES with laparoscopic

cholecystectomy. The authors matched 95 patients from each group. The study seems

very appealing. The title and introduction have been well chosen. I have some

comments regarding the methods. The authors found out a high risk of biliary peritonitis

in NOTES group (12 patients from 95) . Therefore they change the protocol of NOTES

using abdominal irrigation. I my opinion they have 2 options: either they exclude the

first 12 patients and included in the study only 82 patients or they assume a high rate of

severe complications as biliary peritonitis in NOTES group. If they agree the last option,

they should chance the results and conclusions.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Interesting topic, experimentation is always welcome, as long as patients are well

informed, and it seems that the authors have done so. The manuscript is fluid, well

structured and easy to read. The variables chosen for comparison are acceptable. The

figures and tables are of good quality. Most of the references are dated, but there are

some quite recent. The supplementary material and the video are of good quality. In my

opinion the manuscript can be accepted for publication
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Well and clearly written paper. I have a small comments: regarding the NOTES te

technique, please explain how the tip of endoscop was insert in the gallbladder? And

how many passes do you need to extract the stones ? Please add the median time

lenght spent per NOTES. I did not find any tables or figures attached to the main text
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