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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
This is an excellent case of robotic-assisted resection of choledochal cyst in children. In
this report, the authors described the key surgical points and the clinical effects of
choledochocystectomy in children performed completely by DaVinci robotic system. The
patients's information is full and interesting. And the literature was well reviewed and
discussed. Comments 1 The abstract and main text should be edited according to the
format of case report. This manuscript described one case, and it's a case report not
original articles. 2 Literature review should combined into discussion. 3 Some minor
language polishing should be corrected.
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Answer to reviewer 1:
Thank you for your professional opinion and advice. We revised our case report
according to your kind suggestion:

Comments 1 The abstract and main text should be edited according to the format of
case report. This manuscript described one case, and it's a case report not original
articles.

Answer: We revised our article according to Case-report template, mainly for the
abstract, case description and discussion.

2 Literature review should combined into discussion.
Answer: According your professional advice, we change the article structure to 3 parts
Introduction, Case-report and Discussion, which including the literature review.

3 Some minor language polishing should be corrected.
Answer: Language is carefully and thoroughly re-polished by the authors and
American Journal Experts.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Although this paper provides nothing new, I think it is worth publishing after
appropriate amendments made. Major 1) The authors diagnosed this case as type-IVa
congenital choledochal cyst. However, preoperative images (ie; MRCP) did not clearly
demonstrate the type of congenital choledochal cyst. Please change the MRCP images to
make the type of congenital choledochal cyst clear. 2) In “Clinical information”, please
add the preoperative diagnosis of the type of congenital choledochal cyst 3) In
“Discussion”, the authors discussed “the classification of choledochal cyst and the
surgery for the type IVa” over three paragraph. This content should be added to the 2nd
paragraph of “Discussion”. 4) The authors did not discuss the advantages of robotic
surgery for congenital choledochal cyst over the laparoscopic or open approach. If the
aim of this article was to describe the clinical effects of choledochocystectomy in children
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performed completely by DaVinci robotic system, the discussion about the comparison
among these approaches would be hoped. Minor 1) In 2nd line of “Abstract”, “.. by
DaVinci ...” should be changed to “.. by DaVinci ..”. 2) The patient name seemed to be in
MRI image. Please delete the patient name. 3) The word “congenital choledochal cyst”
was repeated in so many times in this manuscript. Please use the abbreviation. 4) In 7th
paragraph of “Discussion”, the authors described the sentence of “In vitro
jejunum-jejunum end-to-end anastomosis....”. I think “end-to side” may be correct. 5)

In 7th paragraph of “Discussion”, “Iva” should be changed to “IVa”.

Answer to reviewer 2:
Thank you for your professional opinion and give us an opportunity to revise our graft.
We revised our case report according to your kind suggestions:
Major 1) The authors diagnosed this case as type-IVa congenital choledochal cyst.
However, preoperative images (ie; MRCP) did not clearly demonstrate the type of
congenital choledochal cyst. Please change the MRCP images to make the type of
congenital choledochal cyst clear.

We replace the MRCP picture and use 3D reconstruction of liver and choledocyst to
demonstrate the real structure.

2) In “Clinical information”, please add the preoperative diagnosis of the type of
congenital choledochal cyst.

We describe type of congenital choledochal cyst in the preoperative diagnosis, which
make the paper to be easily read.

3) In “Discussion”, the authors discussed “the classification of choledochal cyst and the
surgery for the type IVa” over three paragraphs. This content should be added to the
2nd paragraph of “Discussion”.

Discussion is divided into 3 parts. All the paragraphs mentioned above is rearranged
as first part “The classification of CCs”.

4) The authors did not discuss the advantages of robotic surgery for congenital
choledochal cyst over the laparoscopic or open approach. If the aim of this article was to
describe the clinical effects of choledochocystectomy in children performed completely
by DaVinci robotic system, the discussion about the comparison among these
approaches would be hoped.

Discussion is divided into 3 parts. The 3rd part will discuss the advantages and
challanges of robotic surgery for congenital choledochal cyst over the laparoscopic or
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open approach
Minor 1) In 2nd line of “Abstract”, “.. by DaVinci ...” should be changed to “.. by
DaVinci ..”.

We change our abstract.

2) The patient name seemed to be in MRI image. Please delete the patient name.
As your advice, we delete the patient name.

3) The word “congenital choledochal cyst” was repeated in so many times in this
manuscript. Please use the abbreviation.
CCs is used as the the abbreviation of “congenital choledochal cysts”.

4) In 7th paragraph of “Discussion”, the authors described the sentence of “In vitro
jejunum-jejunum end-to-end anastomosis....”. I think “end-to side” may be correct.

“End-to side” is definitely the correct one and we revised according to your advice.

5) In 7th paragraph of “Discussion”, “Iva” should be changed to “IVa”.
In 7th paragraph of “Discussion”, “Iva” is changed to “IVa”.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
This case is worth publishing after minor language revision.

Answer to the reviewer 3:
Thank you for your professional opinion and advice. Language is carefully and
thoroughly re-polished by the authors and American Journal Experts.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This is an very interesting report about a case as type-IVa congenital choledochal cyst.
The structure of the manuscript should be re-arranged. After that, it can be published.

Answer to reviewer 4:

Thank you for your professional advice. We revised our article according to Case-report

template, mainly for the abstract, case description and discussion. Article structure was
divided into 3 parts: Introduction, Case-report and Discussion, which including the

literature review.




