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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Comments to the author This is a short review article on the introduction and

development of robotic PD. The readers could know that robotic PD has a history of 20

years, while Lap-PD was 30 years, and the morbidity and mortality of RPD is decreasing.

Considering learning curve of RPD, at least 40 cases will be necessary to acquire a

standard technique for RPD. Comments 1. Brief history and development of RPD is

described. However, the difficulty of introducing RPD, technical points unique to RPD,

and other negative aspects of RPD are not described. The authors should focus not only

the development but also the negative aspects of introducing RPD. 2. The readers

might be unsatisfactory after reading this article, partly because this articles lacks this

author’s real impression and experience of RPD.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
I have read with great interest the manuscript by Hussein H. Khachfe and coll. entitled

"Robotic Pancreaticoduodenectomy: Where Do We Stand?". The manuscript is very well

written, it deals with the subject in a satisfactory way. I suggest adding a small

paragraph on the future prospects of robotic duodenopancreatectomy. Table 1 and

Figure 1 help comprehensively to understand the state of the art on the subject.
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