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Letter to the Editor

Reply to “Comment on: The effect of laparoscopic sleeve
gastrectomy with or without hiatal hernia repair on
gastroesophageal reﬂux disease in obese patients”
To the editor:
We thank Khorgami et al. for their interest in our paper
[1] aiming to study whether laparoscopic sleeve gastrectomy (LSG) alone or combined with hiatal hernia repair
(HHR), whenever hiatal hernia (HH) was present, could
improve gastroesophageal reﬂux disease (GERD) symptoms in obese patients diagnosed on the basis of a standard
deﬁnition of GERD [2]. Khorgami et al. correctly pointed
out that “in this study there were no data on the percentage
of GERD symptoms if SG (without HHR) was performed in
morbidly obese patients who have HH. It is possible that
SG causes GERD in a considerable percentage of patients in
the postoperative period if HH is not repaired.” This
possibility is consistent with the literature, which documented that small HH that are not repaired at the time of
bariatric surgery may get larger with weight loss and the
loss of fat around the gastroesophageal junction [3]. In
addition, Soricelli et al. [4] recently reported that the
incidence of the postoperative development of “de novo”
reﬂux symptoms was signiﬁcantly greater in patients
who underwent LSG alone compared to patients undergoing LSG with HHR (22.9% versus 0%; P o .01),
suggesting that HHR associated with LSG was an effective
option for the management of morbidly obese patients with
GERD, with remission or improvement of reﬂux symptoms
in 92% of patients. They concluded that the presence of a
crural defect should not be considered a contraindication
to LSG.
However, Pomp [5] emphasized that HHR combined
with LSG is in no way standardized, and that substantial
differences exist in the technique of hiatal dissection and the
subsequent alterations in the sling ﬁbers at the angle of His.
He also listed the major weaknesses of the published
studies, which include relatively small series and short
follow-up. In fact, it should be mandatory to have 3- and 5year follow-up. In our opinion, another point of weakness is
the lack of a standardized assessment of GERD symptoms.
[6]; In fact, one of the strengths of our study is objective
evaluation of GERD in obese patients before bariatric

surgery [7]. In addition, we think that the method to
diagnose HH and its size should be further delineated, a
controversial issue.
We agree with Khorgami et al. that further studies are
needed to recommend LSG with HHR in all patients with
intraoperative evidence of HH. Our data indicated a lack of
signiﬁcant improvement of overall GERD prevalence after
HHR, and the frequency-intensity scores of heartburn and
regurgitation did not change in 13 of 30 (43.3%) patients
with preoperative evidence of GERD and HH. Conversely,
in patients with GERD without HH who underwent LSG,
we observed a signiﬁcant decrease in GERD prevalence and
typical GERD symptoms intensity-frequency scores, conﬁrming the results of a recent longitudinal study that
showed a signiﬁcant (41.7%) improvement in GERD [8].
As Khorgami et al. highlighted, a systematic review on the
effect of SG on GERD has been recently published [7].
Among a total of 11 studies that had both preoperative and
postoperative data, 4 studies reported an increase in GERD
after SG, and 7 studies found a decreased prevalence of
GERD after SG.
Hopefully, further randomized studies in similar obese
patients with GERD and HH with a complete assessment of
GERD and HH (i.e., using standardized questionnaires,
esophageal manometry, and 24-h pH-measurements)
before and after surgery at scheduled long-term follow-up
intervals, combined with an intraoperative assessment of
the size of HH, are needed to compare LSG and
LSG þ HHR to give us more insight on how to tailor HH
management.

Antonella Santonicola, M.D.
Department of Clinical Medicine and Surgery,
“Federico II” University of Naples, Naples, Italy
Luigi Angrisani, M.D.
General and Endoscopic Surgery Unit
S. Giovanni Bosco Hospital, Naples, Italy
Paola Iovino, M.D.
Medicine and Surgery Department
University of Salerno, Salerno, Italy

1550-7289/14/$ – see front matter r 2014 American Society for Metabolic and Bariatric Surgery. All rights reserved.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.soard.2013.12.002

2

Letter to the Editor / Surgery for Obesity and Related Diseases ] (2014) 00–00

References
[1] Santonicola A, Angrisani L, Cutolo P, Formisano G, Iovino P. The
effect of laparoscopic Sleeve gastrectomy with or without hiatal hernia
repair on gastroesophageal reﬂux disease in obese patients. Surg Obes
Relat Dis 2013. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.soard.2013.09.006.
[2] Vakil N, van Zanten SV, Kahrilas P, Dent J, Jones R; Global
Consensus Group. The Montreal deﬁnition and classiﬁcation of
gastroesophageal reﬂux disease: a global evidence-based consensus.
Am J Gastroenterol 2006;101:1900–20.
[3] Gulkarov I, Wetterau M, Ren CJ, et al. Hiatal hernia repair at the initial
laparoscopic adjustable gastric band operation reduces the need for
reoperation. Surg Endosc 2008;22:1035–41.
[4] Soricelli E, Iossa A, Casella G, Abbatini F, Calì B, Basso N. Sleeve
gastrectomy and crural repair in obese patients with gastroesophageal
reﬂux disease and/or hiatal hernia. Surg Obes Relat Dis 2013;9:
356–61.

[5] Pomp A. Comment on: sleeve gastrectomy and crural repair in obese
patients with gastroesophageal reﬂux disease and/or hiatal hernia. Surg
Obes Relat Dis 2013;9:361–2.
[6] Santonicola A, Siniscalchi M, Capone P, et al. Prevalence of functional
dyspepsia and its subgroups in patients with eating disorders. World J
Gastroenterol 2012;18:4379–85.
[7] Chiu S, Birch DW, Shi X, Sharma AM, Karmali S. Effect of sleeve
gastrectomy on gastroesophageal reﬂux disease: a systematic review.
Surg Obes Relat Dis 2011;7:510–5.
[8] Pallati PK, Shaligram A, Shostrom VK, Oleynikov D, McBride CL,
Goede MR. Improvement in gastroesophageal reﬂux disease symptoms
after various bariatric procedures: review of the Bariatric Outcomes
Longitudinal Database. Surg Obes Relat Dis 2013. http://dx.doi.org/
10.1016/j.soard.2013.07.018.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.soard.2013.12.002

