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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Single-use duodenoscopes for the prevention of ERCP-related cross-infection - from
bench studies to clinical evidence The article is well written, having solid research
objectives which need to be quantified, however I found some minor limitations which
should be clarify before accepting of the manuscript Minor comments: 1. The bacterial
name should be written an italic 2. Which guidelines you follow for performing
meta-analysis? 3. Please mention the inclusion and exclusion criteria 4. Please mention
the data analysis procedure 5. Please mention the type of contamination you found from
systematic analysis 6. The types of multi drug resistant bacteria you found need to be
mention as your study is based on clinically cross-infection, to identify their type,

prevalent ratio and risk factors.
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Authors reviewed the recent identification of several cluster of exogenous
multidrug-resistant bacterial infection caused by duodenoscope cross-contamination
necessitated the implementation of various strategies for at least prevention or abolition
of that life-threatening risk. However, 1, the lack of a reliable quantification of the impact
of duodenoscope contamination-related infections does not allow to correctly evaluate
the benefit of the systematic use of a SUD on a cost/effective point of view. 2. critical
discussion will be the ecological impact of production and wasting of a single-use
endoscope. 3. SUDs are made from recycled plastic and are claimed to be recyclable
through third party companies, even if material from these duodenoscopes will not be

used for production of medical devices.
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The paper by Lisotti A et al. presents a review of all available clinical evidence on the use
of SUD for ERCP. The review summarizes available clinical evidence on the use of
single-use duodenoscopes for ERCP. Authors quantified those outcomes and reviewed
all ongoing studies in the field in order to identify which data will become available in
the next future. On these bases, this article will represent a basic point for all future
research in the field. Thank you for the opportunity to review the manuscript. The
paper was well written. Few comments: 1.”In two cases (3.3%), cross-over to a reusable
duodenoscope was required due to ERCP technical failure. ” What's the technical failure?
2.”No difference was observed in term of adverse event (AE) and mortality, when
ERCPs performed with the SUD were compared to those performed with a reusable
duodenoscope.” In this research, there seems no advantage of SUD for ERCP. 3.What is

the approximate economic cost of SUD for ERCP? Limitations are not fully described.



