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Comments: Major concern: 1.The selection whether a patient will underwent ENBD or
ERBD is not randomly, therefore, to calculate the significance between two group with
respect to their demography and clinical characteristics did not stand on a solid base.
2.As the mean length of biliary stricture in the ENBD group was significantly shorter
than that in ERBD group, I did not agree that EBD method and length of biliary stricture
are independent risk factors for development of deep abdominal infection after PD. The
authors should re-analyze and re-interpret the results. = Minor concern: EBD is
performed prior to PD. However, I saw in several paragraphs, there are descriptions;
such as following PD or after PD, seemed to be illogical.
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This study is well written and worthy of publication in the World Journal of
Gastroenterology.  Some drawbacks: Retrospective and non-randomized design.

However, your publication may be useful.




