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Dear Editor,
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The manuscript has been improved according to the suggestions of reviewers:

Peer Reviewer 1:

Author shold add the side effect of the pharmacological agents in Table 2, such as lowering blood pressure etc.
Authors’ comment: A separate table referring to main side-effects of these drugs was aided.
Peer Reviewer 2:

The authors submitted the review article on a sedation in GI endoscopy. The topic is very interesting and timely, however, many criticism should be addressed as the followings.

1) The contents of summary is borning, and not interesting. I cannot find any other things than the natural things which have already been known in many endoscopist. Please add your opinions yourself and future perspectives. Particulaly, in the section of summary, introduction is long, please shorten these into one sentence.

Authors’ comment: The opinion of the authors as well as our opinion about future perspectives was aided in the summary section. 
2) The section of "Introduction" is too long. please shorten it.

Authors’ comment: Introduction was shortened

3) Please revise the whole manuscript to be suitable for WJG style. For instance, font, font size, line interval, etc.

Authors’ comment: OK

4) I think the 2nd section of "Sedation-related considerations" should be deleted.

Authors’ comment: The topic "Sedation-related considerations" and the relevant references were deleted.

5) Page 6; "2. Sedation practices" should be revised. Please add one (large) table that summarized these descriptions.

Authors’ comment: This part was revised and one table was aided.

6) Page 8; "4. Drugs currently.."

The introduction in this section is too long. please be shortened into one or some sentence(s).

Authors’ comment: OK

7) Page 30; "7. Adverse events ..."

This is very important. Please add one or some table(s) to explain adverse reactions. I think the readers are very interested in the situations of a lawsuit in many other countries.

Furthermore, what should endoscopists do?, how they do ensopcopic examinations under moderate sedations?, what cautions or warnings? please make refernces.

Authors’ comment: This part was totally revised and two tables were aided.

8) There is no conclusions in this article. please add the conclusions. especially, please add your opinions yourself, the future perspectives on a sedation in GI endoscopic exams.

Authors’ comment: A conclusion was aided plus our opinion at the end of the article. 
9) Finally, I think the whole manuscript is too long. Please be more and more shortend and be refined sufficiently, and further, add some tables or shemas.

Authors’ comment: The whole manuscript was shortened despite the fact that we had to aid some information according to reviewers’ opinion. One table was deleted and 4 more were aided. 

Peer Reviewer 3:

This is a nice review.

I believe that the introduction should revised. In particular, lines from 1 to 6 should be deleted because of they refer mainly to colonoscopy.

Authors’ comment: Lines 1 to 6 were deleted. The introduction part was revised. 
3. References and typesetting were corrected

Thank you again for publishing our manuscript in the World Journal of Gastroenterology.
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