
Response to Reviewer 2
Comments round 2
The revised manuscript is much improved. However, the following minor issues should be addressed.
 

Minor

Point 1: (P2L33-35) This sentence sounds strange. It may contain a grammatical error.

Response 1: Thank you for great comments and suggestions. We had revised the sentence. Please check it at Page 2, Line 35-38

[bookmark: _Hlk112711655]Point 2: I recommend that the authors introduce a controversy regarding the safety of ERCP in for nonagenarian patients using some literatures.

Response 2: We had introduced a controversy regarding the safety of ERCP for nonagenarian patients. Please check it at Page 2, Line 16-18


Point 3 A table you provided in your response (Publications regarding safety issue of elder people receiving ERCP in recent 5 years) can help readers’ understanding. I recommend that the authors provide the table in the main text, adding more detailed information (authors, rate of therapeutic ERCP, success rate, complication rate, etc.), and expand discussion based on those data.

Response 3: We had added Table 5 (Page 10) according to your suggestions. The Table provide more detail information. And we had discussed it in the Discussion section. Please check it at Page 10, Line 17-18 and Page 11, Line 1-6.

Thank you again for your great comments. We believed the manuscript improved a lot with your help.
