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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

An interesting case, I agree with the authors that this method of preventing bleeding 

from varices of the stomach is very cost-effective, but requires further detailed study on 

a larger number of patients. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The authors report a case of endoscopic clipping for the secondary prophylaxis of 

bleeding gastric varices in a patient with cirrhosis. The report is beneficial and 

innovative. However question remains whether there are any ethical issues. Other 

concerns are as follows:   Major comments   #1 In introduction, the authors describe 

that EVL has not been widely in GOV. However, EVL is the common treatment for 

esophageal varices. It is desirable to have the separate description of esophageal varices 

and gastric varices. #2 The first endoscopy was performed on day 4. It is necessary to 

clearly state why the endoscopy was delayed for the patient with suspected variceal 

bleeding. #3 The authors describes that this study was approved by the ethics review 

board. However there is no description about the study design. #4 Detailed description 

such as the type of clip to be used (angle, length), targeting method, clipping order, etc. 

is required. #5 GOV and liver function are closely related. It is needed to be stated 

whether the treatment affected liver function.  Minor comments   #1 (page 3, 

line12)The definition of Type 1 GOV is needed to be described for the readers unfamiliar 

with this disease. #2 (page 4) Laboratory test results need to be summarized in a table 

for readers to see.  #3 (page 5, line 3)The expression ‘5 unit’ is not suitable because the 

transfusion unit varies from country to country. #4 (figure 1, 2) In case that the progress 

is evaluated by CT and endoscopy, it is necessary to present the parts to be compared 

side by side so that they can be easily compared. Figures without significant findings are 

not necessary. In addition, figure legend (f-j) is mistaken. It is not for CT but for 

endoscope. 
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