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This is a well written study that provides useful data on the usefulness of uTAP in the

diagnostic/staging algorythm for acute pancreatitis. It is a powerful study that essentially means that

uTAP is unlikely to find a widespread place in acute pancreatitis prognostic scoring as there are other

more widely used tests available that are equivalent. Never the less the study is important and

warrants publication.
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The authors made a powerful meta-analysis on uTAP's predicting value on severity of acute
pancreatitis. There is less choice for clinicians to classify acute pancreatitis by laboratory tests. So
uTAP maybe an option for this purpose, even its value is similar to CRP. The paper was well written
and is potential to be accepted for publication, if the following issues are solved. 1.The Atlanta
standard for AP was revised as mentioned in the text. So any previous severe acute pancreatitis (SAP)
will represent for current moderate and severe ones (MSAP and SAP). The authors need to change
the phase or make a note somewhere in the text. 2.In the first paragraph of results,"three for
diagnosing acute pancreatitis" were excluded. The authors should explain the reason,e.g not test for
SAP. 3.In Figure 3 legend miss the Fig3C. 4.In discussion,"that the revised Atlanta Classification[42]
recommends the use of uTAP for severity stratification". However, there is no such information in
that paper. 5.A funnel plot shows that there was no evidence of publication bias is needed. 6.In
Figure 2 and 3, there are moderate to substantial heterogeneity in the pooled sensitivity and
specificity for severity predication, the author tried to explain the heterogeneity by performing
subgroup analysis, however, in Table 3, the data of I2 were not provided, and it is difficult to
determine these study-related factors can convincingly explain the significant heterogeneity, so I
think the data of 12 shall be given. In addition, I suggest the author make some comments to explain
these heterogeneity from a clinician’s perspective, not just from methodology point of view.




