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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The case report is interesting and well described. One question, is it about the weight 

(BMI/age) of the boy? Could this variable be a limitation for the endoscopic procedure? 

 

Thank you for your comment. 

His height, body weight, and BMI were 125 cm, 23 kg, and 14.7, respectively. 

I do not think that BMI is a criterion for determining whether an endoscopic procedure 

can be performed. I believe that the experience and skills of the endoscopist are rather 

more important. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This is a well-presented case with some educational value. Only the conclusions are a bit 

overstated, and should be toned down. It is quite hard to draw any firm conclusion from 

a single case. 

Thank you for your comment. 

We revised the conclusion according to your suggestion. 

In summary, we believe that endoscopic stenting of pancreatic ductal injury might be a 

feasible technique in children with traumatic pancreatic duct injury to avoid unnecessary 

operation.  

→ In summary, we believe that endoscopic stenting of pancreatic ductal injuries may be a 

feasible technique in certain cases of children with traumatic pancreatic duct injuries to 

avoid unnecessary operations. 


