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been used?  I would appreciate an expansion on the use of pancreatic 

lithotripsy-generator settings, catheters used and need for standard ERCP manuvers for 

stone clearance and how are main pancreatic duct strictures dealt with which are 

common in chronic pancreatitis. The paper is very good. It does need more proof 

reading in that page 4 “stone lithotripsy” and page 14 pancreatoscopy.  
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few of my comments:  1.       At the outset, considerable improvement of language is 
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required before approval for publication. There are many grammatical and 

inappropriate use of non-medical words that needs to be addressed.  2.       A Box 

enumerating the indications of pancreatoscopy according to the authors who have 

reviewed the subject extensively would be very useful to the reader  3.       Although 

we usually perform a pancreatoscopy with a prior sphincterotomy, it would seem 

intuitive to recommend it considering the diameter of the scope and ease of therapeutics 

if and when required. Moreover, in our experience, we have found the scope to be easily 

damaged when used in sub optimal conditions and this may have an impact on financial 

feasibility of the procedure  4.       Use of lithotripsy to achieve ductal clearance in 

calcific pancreatitis with a pancreatoscope has been postulated to be an important 

indication of this procedure. However, it would be interesting to see if mere ‘ductal 

clearance’ translated to clinical benefit, especially in patients with multiple stones and 

strictures in addition to parenchymal calcifications and branch duct stones. Therefore, 

the utility of this modality is reserved in select few patients where a single large stone 

with or without a stricture obstructs the duct and even a stent cannot be passed distally. 

It would be worthwhile examining the ‘true’ indications of lithotripsy in CCP by 

identifying the specific sub group that may benefit from this procedure  5.       All in 

all, Pancreatoscopy seems to be a procedure that should be reserved in a very specific 

sub group of patients with a limited scope of benefit. I would suggest re-drafting the 

article to explore these sub groups which might be of more value for the reader. 
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pancreatoscopy with lithotripsy has achieved an high rates of ductal clearance in 

patients with chronic calcific.” • This sentence seems not finished?  Equipments and 

technique “…ringer’s solution”  Please correct into capital letter R 
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