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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

In this study the authors search the literature for information regarding a very rare pathology,
galbladder cystic hydatidosis. The paper has the merit of being the first to review this pathology.
Some revision of your paper is necessary: 1. Additional search terms should have been used such as
"hydatidosis" and '"echinococcosis". Papers such as "Secondary gallbladder hydatidosis and
nonfragmanted germinative membrane sourced obstructive jaundice caused by intrabiliary ruptured
hepatic hydatid cyst (a case report): two rare complication of the intrabiliary ruptured hepatic
hydatid cyst. Yiicesoy AN, Po?an S." might have been omitted 2. On page 3 the authors state:"two
results for both searches (GHD and GHC) in the Cochrane Library: neither met the inclusion criteria."
Please mention the inclusion criteria before describing the selection process 2.As the clinical picture
of the disease is unspecific, the preoperative diagnosis is likely to rely on the imaging findings.
Simply enumerating the imaging techniques used does not bring any additional information. The
results section should be expanded and include typical and atypical imaging findings. The
discussion should include an imaging differential diagnosis and offer details regarding the aspect of
intramural vs. intravesicular GBHC if available. I would also highly recommend including suggestive
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images from the cited papers, including MRI if possible(with the authors™ permission). These
changes would broaden the interest for your paper (radiologists, ultrasound specialists). 3.At least
three papers included in your review report Cholecysto-hydatid cyst fistulas. These should be
discussed separately (including imaging findings) as they represent a complication of liver
hydatidosis. 4. 2/16 patients died as a consequence of the disease or the management. These cases
should also be discussed including causing factors. 5. The conclusion should be shorter, including
only the most relevant facts. Parts of it belong to the introduction and discussion. General
comments: 1. It would be useful, if possible, to categorize the different types of GBHC (for example
intramural, intravesicular, fistula) and to discuss the imaging and pathological findings accordingly 2.
The discussion section should be expanded by explaining some of the observation (e.g. why some
patients present jaundice, whereas other do not)
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

In my opinion I think that the authors should develop a little more the hypothesis of infestation of the

gallbladder , do not mention the hematic way as a possibility. Another aspect that could bring are the

complications of gallbladder cysts mainly the rupture of cysts and the consequent migration of the

components of the cyst.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

1. In the manuscript entitled “Hydatid Cyst of the Gallbaldder: A systematic review of the literature”

the authors analyzed the findings of 16 cases of gallbladder hydatid cysts. 2. The authors had not

presented their own cases. This is a literature review on the topic of gallbladder hydatid cyst. Usually

the reviewer is expected to present their cases in addition to the literature search. Without an

experience on this cases it is not very interesting to write a review article. 3. The discussion is

superficial and not very informative




