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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

My comments to Authors: The review article is well-written and comprehensive
regarding this topic. I have made some minor comments. Regarding the statement
immediately preceding Table 6; ~ except for Japanese guidelines which recommends
prophylactic antibiotics in SAP and necrotising pancreatitis within 72 hours (Table 6).
The recently updated Japanese Guideline 2021 revised this point regarding prophylactic
antibiotics. Therefore, please specify the guideline for the 2015 version in the text to
avoid misunderstandings. Minor comments 1. Introduction, third paragraph, Certain
issues like of intra abdominal hypertension~ “of” is miss typing? 2. Used of balanced

solutions like Ringer’s lactate (RL)—Use?
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Comments for the manuscript have already been finished as follows, please check. 1.
Pagel Line 16: Treatment for etiology including hypertriglyceridemia and gallstone is
also controversial in the early treatment of AP which should be discussed. For example,
TG lowering therapy is one of research highlights in early treatment of AP; 2. Page3 Line
60: Other kind of balanced salt solutions including sodium bicarbonate ringer and
sodium acetate ringer also should be discussed in the initial fluid resuscitation; 3. Page8
Line 96: Concept of deresuscitation might be discussed after adequate fluid resuscitation
in the early phase; 4. Pagel0 Line 132: Target of protein and calorie intake of early EN is
also important in early EN therapy and should be discussed and compared; 5. Pagel2
Line 169: Sample size should be included; 6. Pagel7 Line 224: Empirical antibiotics
considered in patients suspected or confirmed infected necrosis instead of patients who
fail to improve or worsen after 7-10 days of initial hospitalization. Words should be
accurate without causing ambiguity; 7. Page40 Line 644: Management of persistent

ascites should be different according to different causes. Best regards, Gang Li
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This paper is too long, and there are several spell errors. For exmaple, in the part
"Pancreatic vs. Extra-pancreatic infections", walled of necrosis should be modified as
"walled off necrosis". in the part "Timing of drainage: Is there an ideal time?", " Infect,

the....." should be modified, etc.




