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My compliment for the essentiality and the StyleWriter . The MessageS are effective and immediately  

acquired from the reader . Pay attention to references list .  There is a counter mistake be tween 31 

and 32 that probably involve all the following references!
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This clinical review paper reads very well and will be useful to all performing ERCP. I disagree with 

the statement that 5 fr stents do not provide benefits of pancreatitis reduction. If you search the 

lierature there are studies showing the benefits of 5 fr stents. 3 fr adds to the cost and you ofter need a 

different wire that is smaller for its placement. Many US endoscopis routinely use just 5 fr stents and 

beleive their pancreatitis rates are lower. 


