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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

General: In this study, authors compared efficacy of ESD between Eastern and Western
countries. Meta-analyses showed higher rates of curative, en bloc, and RO resection in

the Eastern studies compared to Western Studies. The percentage of perforation
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requiring surgery was significantly greater in the Western countries. Authors concluded
that Eastern countries show better ESD outcomes compared to Western countries.
Although this study was well written, there were any problems in this study, as below.
Major comments: 1. Authors compared efficacy of ESD including esophageal, gastric and
colon cancers between Eastern and Western countries by meta-analysis. In general,
requirement of ESD differ among esophageal, gastric and colon cancers. Therefore,
authors should divide efficacy into three different organs (esophageal, gastric and colon
cancers). 2. Authors included prospective and retrospective study. Authors should
divide efficacy into prospective and retrospective study. 3. How about differences of
ESD-related parameters among different Eastern countries? 4. How about association
with bleeding and use of anti-thrombotic drugs? 5. Please delete Figures S3-59. 6.
Please add P values in Table 1.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This is an interesting study on comparing the outcomes of ESD between Eastern and
Western countries. Major concerns; 1. The authors compared various outcomes of ESD

between Eastern and Western countries. However, outcomes are quite variable
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according to the organ even in the same center. I would recommend the authors to
analyze the data more according to the organ. 2. Lots of RCTs were performed in Eastern
countries but not in Western countries. Volume of the studies performed in Eastern
countries are enormous. So the level of evidence might be quite different between the
two groups. How did the authors try to reduce this bias between the two groups? 3.
Considering the learning curve, complication rates might be higher in low volume center.

Self-learning, duration of observation for experts' procedures, etc might affect the
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complication rates. Did the authors consider all of these circumstances?
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

PEER-REVIEWER STATEMENTS

Comments to the Author: This review entitles “Comparing Outcomes for Endoscopic

Submucosal Dissection between Eastern and Western Countries: A Systematic Review

and Meta-Analysis" is well-written and comprehensive review about this subject. I have
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following comments - 1. I feel it is difficult to conclude that EMR would be an

adequate alternative to ESD from this analysis in the present study. Therefore, I delete
the sentences about EMR in Discussion. Minor comments 1. The authors should
replace “ ,” with “ . ” with regard to decimal point in the main text and table. 2. Please
revise the number of lesion diameter in Table 1 from 25.65 to 25.7 in Total as well as in
Eastern countries and Western countries, respectively, like descriptions in Result section

in the main text.
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