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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This systematic review and network meta-analysis reported the rate of dysplasia per 

biopsy and per patient among four different endoscopic methods (WL SD, WL HD, CE 

HD, and NBI HD), as well as the number of dysplasia per patient. The manuscript is 

well written. However, there are some comments to the authors. 1. The word "neoplasia" 

in the title may have to be replaced with "dysplasia" to reflect the focus of the report on 

the manuscript. 2. Did the dysplasia in this study include low-grade or high-grade 

dysplasia, or both? This must be stated in the manuscript. 3. Many hospitals may not 

have high-definition endoscopic equipment. In this case, CE/NBI may be an option to 

improve the diagnosis rate. Therefore, why didn’t the authors include CE SD or NBI SD 

in this network meta-analysis? 4. A major mistake: this study included 7 RCTs and cited 

them as references 33-43.  However, references 33-43 were the studies reporting on 

eosinophilic esophagitis. 5. A minor mistake: In “Comparison of dysplasia detection 

rates per biopsy” section, the first sentence “A shown in Supplementary Figure 1A” 

should be corrected. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This aricle titled”Efficacy of various endoscopic modalities in detecting neoplasia in 

ulcerative colitis: a systematic review and network meta-analysis” is well-written article 

which compared the efficacy of WL SD,WL HD, NBI HD, and CE HD in detecting 

dysplasia in UC through systematic review.The original finding of this article is “WL SD 

was inferior in detecting dysplasia in UC”when compared with WL HD, NBI HD, and 

CE HD.In disscusion part，it should be figured out not only the direction of associated  

research but the future clinical directions of the topic described in this field . 
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The revised manuscript is fine. This systematic review and network meta-analysis can 

help endoscopists choose a more appropriate way to monitor dysplasia in UC patients. 

 


