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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Congratulation. An interesting short case study presenting recent progress in laparoscopic partial 

splenectomy. A technically difficult procedure lasted 170 minutes only and did not require blood 

transfusion. In my opinion, the case study should be widely presented.   
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Technically the case is indeed interesting. There are, however, some points that require clarification. 1) 

During the workup, authors claimed… “the mass was not an angioma or metastatic tumor” and 

“MRI findings were suggestive of a splenic cyst”. Since the lesion was rather small, with little chances 

of complications such as hemorrhage/rupture, please make it clear what was the indication for the 

splenectomy. Was it just the upper abdominal discomfort?  2) On the other hand, In the discussion 

section authors state that they could not diagnose the lymphangioma preoperatively because the 

imaging features were not typical and, therefore, they could not differentiate it from a metastatic 

tumor. 3) If among the differential diagnoses was a metastatic tumor, what was the rationale for not 

having performed the partial splenectomy with intraoperative frozen pathologic examination.  I 

encourage the authors to clarify the above comments and/or provide the supporting references.  

Other than that, the manuscript is well organized and suitable for publication in WJG once this minor 

revision is made. English translation is pretty decent as well, with little syntax issues. 
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