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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Thank you for inviting me to evaluate the meta-analysis titled “Recurrence Rates after
Endoscopic Resection of Large Colorectal Polyps: A Systematic Review and
Meta-Analysis". It is an interesting paper, which analyze local recurrence rates(LRR)
of large colonic polyps in a systematic review and meta- analysis, meanwhile shows the
author’s conclusion that LRR  were lowest when EMR with systematic margin ablation
(3.3%) or ESD (1.7%) were used for endoscopic removal of large (>10 mm) colorectal
polyps,when standard EMR (without margin ablation) or with partial margin ablation
were used, LRRs were high (15.2% and 16.5%, respectively).Thus, these techniques
should be considered standard for endoscopic removal of large colorectal polyps.The
paper is well arranged and the logic is clear, and. The cited literature is comprehensive
and modern. The quality of language of the manuscript is quite acceptable for me.
There are some advices for author: 1)In TABLE 1,there are confusing data in this
table,such as "the values of Resection method/Polyps 210 mm and 220 mm/ Hot
EMR, some margin ablation and Hot EMR, with margin ablation are the same.Why
the values of Polyps( 210 mm and>20 mm ) are inconsistent with that of Resection
method/Polyps 210 mm and Polyps 220 mm?2)Please add the data of safety comparison

in these studies.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This is a high-quality meta-analysis and in my opinion, it is qualified for publication by
WJG editorial office. This paper was well-written, and the main conclusion as “LRR is
significantly lower after ESD or EMR with routine margin ablation; thus, these
techniques should be considered standard for endoscopic removal of large colorectal
polyps” has concrete evidence and would be useful for WJG readers as a good take
home-message. One of my questions: is the searching strategy optimal? The primary
searching has over 6,000 results but the authors had excluded around 4,000 papers just
by reading the titles. Would the author consider to modify their searching terms, so the

results could more focuse on the research topic of this study.




