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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
This paper is reporting a rare complication of ERCP, worth to be cited. However, the text

should be more concise and many details may be avoided. Moreover, English style must

improve. Going into the specific: -In the “history of the past illness” it is written that “the

patient was diagnosed with multiple tumors of the colon and underwent laparoscopic

surgery with minimal invasiveness”. What type of surgery? Knowing it could help to

better understand the pathogenesis (specific adhesions?) of the splenic hematoma. -left

lobe hepatectomy, performed one year before, could determine adhesions with the

spleen which could favor tears of the spleen capsule. A possibility which could be

mentioned. -indeed, the whole history may be superfluous and certainly could be

shortened, while the concerning ERCP, are important. -why the pancreatic duct was

stented? Images do not visualize a stenotic or compressed pancreatic duct, as well as the

common bile duct, which was normal. -symptoms observed at 7th day are more likely

consequent to the migrated bile stent more than to the hematoma, This could be

specified and discussed. -the discussion is appropriate, but the last phrase “. It is

important to note that subjective evaluations have been excluded from this analysis”,
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may be camcelled. -in the conclusion the statement that “splenic rupture can appear

immediately or with a delay of a few minutes to a week” should be changed. How can

you differentiate the interval between “immediately” and “few minutes”? References

and images are appropriate. Particularly useful the Table 1
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