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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This manuscript describes a multi-;center randomized controlled trial comparing
HD-WLE and bright NBI for the detection of colonic polyps. The topic is important and
the study design is good with an adequate sample size.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The authors compared ADR of two different modalities. They found that HD-WLE had
higher ADR after adjustment of withdrawal time. bNBI had satisfactory negative
predictive value in differentiating adenomatous from non-adenomatous histology in
dimunitive polyps, which was above the PIVI threshold. The paper is well written. I
think that there are some points that should be clarified. 1. Endoscopists identified some
of the polyps during insertion by using HD-WLE. Therefore they were not blind to
polyps during withdrawal. I think that it would be better if a different endoscopist
withdrew the endoscope after reaching the cecum. 2. What were the standart positions
during withdrawal of the endoscope? 3. Were there any differences in the suggested
surveillance intervals based on the findings of HD-WLE and b-NBI? 4. Were there any
differences between the ADR of HD-WLE and b-NBI in specific locations such as right
colon?




