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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The manuscript by Amy Tyberg and co-workers reviews the management of pancreatic fluid

collections. This is an up-to-date, comprehensive and well written review of an interesting topic.

Some minor comments: Cysotgastrostomy is not the only surgical means of drainage; depending on

the location cystojejunostomy is a surgical alternative that should be mentioned. The authors state

that “ERCP with PD exploration should be concurrently performed to evaluate for evidence of PD

disruption in all patients with PFCs.” I do not believe that this is really necessary in all patients; more

like in all patients with suspicion of PD disruption. What about MRCP in this setting? Any word

regarding long term therapy of PD disruption? Stenting, or surgical measures? AP is not the only

cause of pancreatic fluid collection. The authors could include a short paragraph about other causes

(e.g. post-resection or -transplantation, or traumatic).
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This manuscript is very good. Please, add my manuscript at surgical drainage section; Intragastric

stapled pancreatic pseudocystgastrostomy under endoscopic guidance. Iso Y, Kubota K. Surg

Laparosc Endosc Percutan Tech. 2013 Jun;23(3):330-3.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

First of all authors deserve congratulation for writing a comprehensive review with extensive search
of literature. I would like the authors to explain: 1. Do all patients of WOPN require DEN 2. Is there
any data on the percentage of solid material inside WOPN which will decide whether DEN is

required or simple dilatation of track, placement of stents and nasocystic irrigation will be sufficient.

3. Do we require removal of each and every piece of of necrotic material from WOPN for complete

clinical success. Can not we follow an approach of vigorous irrigation of cystic cavity for 2-3 days

followed by one or two session of DEN to remove majority of necrotic material rather than four or

five sessions of dilatation and entery into cyst and DEN which leads to more complications.
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CONCLUSION
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publication

[ ]Rejection
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The Authors give a complete and useful review of the avaiable methods for the treatment of

pancreatic fluid collections. Minor revisions are required: Pag 10: "Indications for drainage":

references should be added when the Authors stated that recently mini-invasive approach has

become the standard approach Furthermore, the Authors should better clarify waht "symptomatic"

means. Does it mean fever, pain, or what else?? Is there any size limit to decide to drain? Take home

messages should be used at the end of single paragraph or at the end of the manuscript but NOT in

both cases. Please choose one of the two.
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