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It is a well writing review which may beneficial surgeon and patients. Almost every aspect of LC has

been described.However it seems just the summarize of the authors' experience as there was no

data which can show us the benefits of following the protocol for laparoscopic cholecystectomy,for

example,the decrease of conversion rate,the decrease of injury rate. It will be better that more positive

data can be added.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
I have read with great interest the review entitled “Protocol for laparoscopic cholecystectomy: Is it
rocket science?” by Hori et al. In this review the authors describe 8 tips or steps for safe lap
cholecystectomy. The authors take great length at their description of the steps and conclude by
presenting their experience with 30 open and laparoscopic surgeries. Although this is a detailed
review I have several important comments: 1. ~ The authors describe very detailed procedure but
do not explain or give data for every single step. The authors have to address each step and discuss
the existing literature or is this step based on their own experience. One cannot mix
recommendations that are evidence based with recommendations that are based on personal
experience. The reader must be able to distinguish which is which. For example, does the use of a
flexible scope give any advantaged over an angled (30 or 45) scope? Is there any literature to support
this? What about a 5 or 10 mm scope? There is some literature that needs to be referenced. Another
example is the use of gauze. Is that recommended for every procedure? Is this evidence based? 2.
The authors use flexible scopes - this is not readily available at all institutions. In fact, most
institutions do no use flexible scopes for laparoscopy. Please acknowledge. 3. The discussion on
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intra-operative cholangiogram is minimal and does not cite the relevant literature (lots of papers on
this topic). Using dye is interesting but is there any evidence to support it? The dye does not give a
graph of the entire biliary tree (intrahepatic). 4. The section on the results of 30 open and 30 lap
procedures has no scientific value and does not belong in a review paper. 5.  Figures 4 and 5
include several figures that are not related to another (as opposed to figures 1 to 3 that present a
sequence of events). This is very confusing. Many figures are redundant and should be omitted. 6.

There are far too many abbreviations to the extent that certain sentences include 6 or 7 different
abbreviations. This makes the text very hard to read and follow. Please limit your manuscript to very
few abbreviations. 7.This is a very lengthy review (41 pages!!). Some if the text is repetitive. I
strongly recommend shortening it significantly to no more than 25-30 pages in total including front
page and references.
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Extensive review of techniques of laparoscopic cholecystectomy Good tips to avoid bile duct injury

from a centre's experience Very nice drawings
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publication

[ ]Rejection

[ Y] Minor revision

[ ]Major revision

COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Very good and elegant review of Laparoscopic cholecystectomy technique. The drawings and

illustrations add merit to this review. On Page 7, the authors mention that the gall bladder fundus is

retracted superiorly and cranially. For worldwide readers, it would be more accurate and easier to

understand, if this could be changed to cranially and towards right shoulder.




