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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This is a case report with literature review by et Yang J al entitled “Open surgical 

treatment of choledochocele: Case report and literature review“.  I have the following 

suggestions: Figure 2 Please replace the word “ERCP” with the word “Duodenoscopy” 

showing a huge submucosal mass etc.  At the section Case report. How the authors can 
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explain that the patient was admitted at the Gastroenterology dept SEVERAL times and 

she was never investigated before with a gastroscopy besides her symptoms?  Why the 

authors conclude at the section “experience and lessons” that a choledochocele could be 

misdiagnosed as an ulcer and not for another disease? I suggest that they will alter their 

conclusion, it is not convincing. I suggest that the authors will add the findings and 

follow up of choledochocele using EUS and include the respective ref. The alternative of 

endoscopic treatment with unroofing/drainage should be mentioned and ref to be 

presented. I suggest that the authors will specify that choledochoceles are further 

classified as type A (intraluminal with common opening for the common bile duct and 

pancreatic duct), type B (intraluminal with separate openings for the common bile duct 

and pancreatic duct), and type C (completely intramural).  Besides ref 16 that the 

authors report I suggest that the article about choledochoceles and malignancy by 

Horaguchi J, Fujita N, Kobayashi G, et al. Clinical study of choledochocele: Is it a risk 

factor for biliary malignancies? J Gastroenterol. 2005;40 (4):396–401 should be included 

and discussed because of the different incidence of malignancy. Outcomes/follow up 

depending on the treatment choice should be discussed. The authors could add a table 

with previous published reports/articles and make a summary of different techniques 

used, follow up, outcomes, clinical presentation, risk of malignancy etc 

 

INITIAL REVIEW OF THE MANUSCRIPT 

Google Search:  

[  ] The same title 

[  ] Duplicate publication 

[  ] Plagiarism 

[ Y ] No 

 



  

7 

 

 

7901 Stoneridge Drive, Suite 501, 

Pleasanton, CA 94588, USA  

Telephone: +1-925-223-8242  

Fax: +1-925-223-8243 

E-mail: bpgoffice@wjgnet.com 

https://www.wjgnet.com 

 

BPG Search: 

[  ] The same title 

[  ] Duplicate publication 

[  ] Plagiarism 

[ Y ] No 

 


