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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The manuscript is well written, but “the fundus of stomach” as the site for operating the 

endoscope is better to be described as “the body of stomach". 

 

 

 

Reply: Thanks for your comments. We respect that but fundus is the site of operating the 

endoscope and hence, unfortunately we cannot change. We apologize for that.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The authors conducted a detailed review of linear EUS imaging techniques of 

gallbladder. This manuscript is generally nicely written; however, I have a minor 

concern to this manuscript. 1. As described in this manuscript, the only station which 

may not reproduce the gallbladder images is from the duodenal bulb. Please discuss 

more about this point and the authors may show some cases.  

 

 

 

Reply: Thanks for your suggestion. We have already discussed this point in the 

manuscript as follows “This difference in reproducing the images and a great variability 

of images comes mainly due to the variability of the position of scope (short loop, or J 

shaped position) in the duodenal bulb”.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Article addresses a very interesting issue. Good review paper with excellent quality 

images, tables and adequate literature review. Minor grammatical errors. 

 

Reply: Thanks for reviewing our manuscript. We have tried to correct minor 

grammatical errors in the revised manuscript. 

  


