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<BEGIN ARTICLE> 

Reply. We thank Dayyeh et al for their interest in our systematic review and network meta-

analysis (NMA) assessing the efficacy of laparoscopic Nissen fundoplication versus transoral 

incisionless fundoplication (TIF) or proton pump inhibitors in patients with gastroesophageal 

reflux disease.1 The overall message derived from the letter is concerns related to the choice of 

outcomes in the NMA, interpretation of findings and limitations of NMA. As an example, 

Dayyeh et al state that the “choice of primary outcomes was arbitrary and differed from the 

primary outcomes many of the included trials evaluated.” This is one of the most unscientific 

comments we have heard in the context of the systematic review. We fail to understand, how the 

authors of this letter came to this arbitrary conclusion? The choice of outcomes in a primary 

study or a systematic review lies with the investigators and the NMA was performed as per the a 

priori developed protocol which is also mentioned in the article.1 
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