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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This manuscript presents a review regarding whether VATS (video assisted thoracic surgery) should
be offered for all patients with first episode of PSP (primary spontaneous pneumothorax).  This is
an interesting and debating topic. Current practice tends to treat stable PSP patients with
conservative observation and/or needle aspiration because PSP is barely life-threatening, and
recommends VATS for patients with recurrent episode of PSP. Some studies ([67]) demonstrated that
VATS is not only effective in the treatment of PSP, but also in the prevention of recurrent PSP. The
question is whether we should offer VATS for all patients with first episode of PSP. The authors tried
to answer this questions by reviewing studies related to this topic. =~ 1) The writing style of the
manuscript is more like an essay or expert opinions. It is suggested that the authors may re-organize
the manuscript in terms of the structure of a scientific or clinical review: such as introduction, current
status and debates, recent major advances, revisit current management, future research topics, and
conclusion or learning points. In addition, it is recommended to reduce the subjective opinions from
the authors instead adding more objective data or tables from existing studies. 2) This review
lacks of a section regarding the current (state-of-the-art) clinical management guidelines and the
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recommended treatments for PSP, which is categorized in terms of the stability and the acuteness of
the patient, the size and the recurrence of PSP, etc. VATS is only one of the recommended treatments
for PSP under certain conditions. By a discussion of the shortcomings of current management of PSP,
it makes sense to revisit and thus revise the current management scheme for PSP. 3) Isit a
general consensus that VAST should be clinically offered to all PSP patients including first and
recurrent episodes? If not, please discuss other opinions and the status of any multi-centric clinical
trials on this topic if any. minor comments: 1) P3, last paragraph: "the prevailing dogma is the

medical ..." check the sentence.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

I suggest revising this review. This is a review, not expert’s opinion. Therefore, the authors should

give more detail and summarize about pro and con of conservative management of PSP. The authors

should compare in numeric of conservative management vs blebs excision vs blebs excision +

pleurodesis vs pleurodesis. Moreover, please compare the success rate in numeric of medical and

surgical pleurodesis. In addition, please provide the success rate in numeric of new surgical

techniques (page 4-8). Besides, the authors should review data by themselves, not review of the

review (for example; the natural history of PSP in page 10).
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This manuscript was interesting, however, there were few data to show whether immediate

operation was necessary or not. The author should demonstrate above points through the

comprehensive tables or figures.



mailto:bpgoffice@wjgnet.com

