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Dear authors. This manuscript is well writen and informative.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This is a review article entitled “Role of Laparoscopic common bile duct exploration in the

management of choledocholithiasis”. The introduction, review literature and the discussion are all

well-done. However, I cannot find the conclusion in the abstract. Suggest put the final conclusion as

in the text briefly in the abstract.{...Both TC and TD approaches are safe and effective. TD stone

extraction is associated with a higher risk of bile leaks and requires more expertise in intra-corporeal

suturing and choledochoscopy. TC stone extraction seems a more accessible technique with lower

complication rates. Choice depends on number of stones, size of stone, diameter of cystic duct and

CBD. } By the way, the abbreviation must have a full spelling of medical term first in the text.
Abstract:  Line 2 : ERCP line 6 Transcystic TC versus Transcholedochal TD
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