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Abstract
BACKGROUND 
Sessile serrated adenomas (SSAs) are important premalignant lesions that are 
difficult to detect during colonoscopy due to poor definition, concealment by 
mucous caps, and flat appearance. High definition (HD) colonoscopy may 
uniquely aid in the detection of these inconspicuous lesions compared to standard 
definition (SD) colonoscopes. In the absence of existing clinical guidelines to 
obligate the use of HD colonoscopy for colorectal cancer screening in average-risk 
patients, demonstrating the benefit of HD colonoscopy on SSA detection rate 
(SSADR) may help strengthen the evidence to recommend its use in all settings.

AIM 
To evaluate the benefit of HD colonoscopy compared to SD colonoscopy on 
SSADR in average-risk patients undergoing screening colonoscopy.

METHODS 
Data from screening colonoscopies for patients aged 50-76 years two years before 
and two years after the transition from SD colonoscopy to HD colonoscopy at our 
large, academic teaching center were collected. Patients with symptoms of 
colorectal disease, positive occult blood test, history of colon polyps, cancer, 
polyposis syndrome, inflammatory bowel disease or family history of colon 
cancer or polyps were excluded. Patients whose endoscopists did not perform 
colonoscopies both before and after scope definition change were also excluded. 
Differences in individual endoscopist SSADR, average SSADR, and overall 
SSADR with SD colonoscopy vs HD colonoscopy were also evaluated for 
significance.

https://www.f6publishing.com
https://dx.doi.org/10.4253/wjge.v14.i4.226
mailto:as4426@georgetown.edu
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RESULTS 
A total of 3657 colonoscopies met eligibility criteria with 2012 colonoscopies from the SD 
colonoscopy period and 1645 colonoscopies from the HD colonoscopy period from a pool of 11 
endoscopists. Statistically significant improvements of 2.30% in mean SSADR and 2.53% in overall 
SSADR were noted with HD colonoscopy (P = 0.00028 and P = 0.00849, respectively). On the 
individual level, three endoscopists experienced statistically significant benefit with HD 
colonoscopy (+5.74%, P = 0.0056; +4.50%, P = 0.0278; +4.84%, P = 0.03486).

CONCLUSION 
Our study suggests that HD colonoscopy statistically significantly improves sessile serrated 
adenoma detection rate in the screening of average risk patients during screening colonoscopy. By 
improving the detection and removal of these lesions, adoption of HD colonoscopy may reduce 
the significant premalignant burden of sessile serrated adenomas.

Key Words: Colonoscopy; High definition; Standard definition; Sessile serrated adenoma; Colorectal cancer 
screening

©The Author(s) 2022. Published by Baishideng Publishing Group Inc. All rights reserved.

Core Tip: Sessile serrated adenomas (SSA) have become increasingly recognized as important 
premalignant lesions that are difficult to detect during colonoscopy due to similarity in appearance to 
surrounding colonic mucosa. We performed a retrospective study to evaluate the impact of high definition 
(HD) colonoscopy compared to standard definition colonoscopy on SSA detection rate (SSADR) during 
screening colonoscopy. Our study found a statistically significant benefit to SSADR with HD colonoscopy 
that also met benchmark detection rates. To our knowledge, this study is the first to show the utility of HD 
colonoscopy for SSADR in average-risk patients, thereby demonstrating it as an important tool for routine 
colorectal cancer screening. In the absence of a strong clinical guideline to obligate the use of HD 
colonoscopy, the benefit demonstrated to SSADR by HD colonoscopy in our study may help strengthen 
the evidence to recommend its use in all settings.

Citation: Sehgal A, Aggarwal S, Mandaliya R, Loughney T, Mattar MC. Improving sessile serrated adenoma 
detection rates with high definition colonoscopy: A retrospective study. World J Gastrointest Endosc 2022; 14(4): 
226-234
URL: https://www.wjgnet.com/1948-5190/full/v14/i4/226.htm
DOI: https://dx.doi.org/10.4253/wjge.v14.i4.226

INTRODUCTION
Serrated adenomatous lesions have been increasingly recognized for their potential for transformation 
into malignancy more rapidly than conventional adenomas, contributing to approximately 15%-30% of 
all colorectal cancers (CRC). Serrated adenomas are typically classified into three types: sessile serrated 
polyps/adenomas (SSA), hyperplastic polyps (HP), and traditional serrated adenomas (TSA). Among 
these subtypes, SSAs are important due to their malignant potential and difficulty in detection during 
colonoscopy given poor circumscription, concealment by mucous caps, and flat appearance[1,2]. An 
analysis of two databases of screening colonoscopies in 2012 approximated that the prevalence of 
proximal serrated polyps (SSA, HP, and TSA) may be as high as 18%-20%[3]. Given the prevalence of 
SSAs, their difficulty in detection and their significant malignant potential, there is a critical need to 
improve the detection of this subtype of serrated lesions during screening colonoscopy[1].

Few endoscopic interventions have been found to meaningfully improve SSA detection rate (SSADR). 
Slower withdrawal time has shown efficacy according to a Dutch study that reported an OR of 1.12 
(95%CI: 1.10-1.16) for proximal serrated polyp (SSA, HP, and TSA) detection with longer withdrawal 
times[4]. This is supported by data from the New Hampshire colonoscopy registry that demonstrated an 
increasing rate of serrated lesion detection (SSA and HP) per minute between 6-9 min of withdrawal 
time[4,5]. Similarly, chromoendoscopy with indigocarmine dye as surface contrast agent has also been 
suggested to enhance the detection of sessile lesions (SSA and HP) compared to conventional 
colonoscopy (1.19 vs 0.49 per patient, P < 0.001)[6]. Finally, use of the mucolytic agent acetic acid 
compared to normal saline during colonoscopy has been shown to significantly improve SSA detection 
in the right colon (13.5% vs 0.5%, P < 0.001)[7]. Interventions that have shown negligible improvement 
in SSADR include: narrowed spectrum endoscopy, antispasmodics, and wide angle and enhanced 

https://www.wjgnet.com/1948-5190/full/v14/i4/226.htm
https://dx.doi.org/10.4253/wjge.v14.i4.226
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mucosal views. High definition (HD) colonoscopy, on the other hand, has been cited as possibly 
beneficial in the detection of serrated polyps by the British Society of Gastroenterology, although data is 
lacking on its efficacy[1].

Though HD colonoscopy has been touted for its perceived benefits in the detection of adenomas due 
to heightened image resolution and magnification, there is still a lack of sufficient high quality data to 
obligate its use. The most recent position by the European Society of Gastrointestinal Endoscopy (ESGE) 
on the adoption of HD colonoscopy for overall adenoma detection in average risk patients is weak, 
citing inconsistent trial results, which may deter centers that currently use SD colonoscopy from 
adopting HD colonoscopy[8,9]. Given the lack of data on the adoption rate of HD colonoscopy outside 
of tertiary care centers, proving the benefit of HD colonoscopy on the detection of premalignant SSAs, 
specifically, may help strengthen the evidence behind its use in all settings.

Given the limited high-quality data supporting the use of HD colonoscopy in screening average-risk 
populations, it is understandable that there is also minimal data specifically on the impact of HD 
colonoscopy and SSADR. A recent study by Roelandt et al[10] that compared effects of endoscopy 
system, colonoscope definition, and virtual chromoendoscopy performed a subgroup SSADR analysis 
found significant benefit with 582 HD colonoscopies compared to 505 SD colonoscopies (8.2% vs 3.8%, 
respectively). However, a significant limitation of this study, was its inclusion of diagnostic (32.1%) as 
well as surveillance colonoscopies (29.3%), likely performed to increase sample size but potentially 
misrepresenting the improvement in SSADR that can be attributed to HD colonoscopy[10,11]. Another 
study by East et al[12] of 72 standard colonoscopies and 58 HD colonoscopies that investigated 
improvements in hyperplastic polyp detection (defined to include SSA and HP) with optimized 
withdrawal technique found a nonsignificant improvement with HD colonoscopy. It should be noted, 
however, that given the small study size, the benefit to SSADR may not be detectable especially given 
that SSAs make up a relatively lower proportion of all polyps detected on colonoscopy[12].

Based on the limited high powered, high quality studies available on detection of SSAs in HD 
colonoscopy, there is room in the literature for additional study on this subject. As such, we performed a 
retrospective study to evaluate the impact of HD colonoscopy compared to SD colonoscopy on SSADR 
exclusively during screening colonoscopy. Our secondary analysis compared overall adenoma detection 
rates with HD colonoscopy vs SD colonoscopy at our center.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Materials
All colonoscopies performed at our tertiary medical center in the two years before and after the 
transition from SD colonoscopy to HD colonoscopy on June 2nd, 2018 were identified. All other 
procedural elements were uniform during the 4-year study period. All pathology specimens were 
reviewed solely by the pathology department at our institution. For the primary SSADR analysis, each 
colonoscopy report and associated pathology report during the defined study period were collected, 
from which patient demographics, colonoscopy date, colonoscopy indication, colonoscopy findings 
(polyp/lesion presence and type), and endoscopist data were compiled. For the secondary analysis 
involving adenoma detection rate (ADR), preexisting ADR data from our center with the same inclusion 
criteria during the same time period was used.

Inclusion criteria
All patients aged 50-76 years who underwent a screening colonoscopy between June 1, 2016 – June 2, 
2020 were included. Patients with any symptoms of colorectal disease, positive occult blood test, history 
of colon polyps, cancer, polyposis syndrome, inflammatory bowel disease or family history of colon 
cancer or polyps were excluded. Patients whose endoscopists did not perform colonoscopies both before 
and after scope definition change were also excluded.

Statistical analysis
All statistical analyses were performed with Microsoft Excel and JMP PRO 15 software. Two-sided P-
values < 0.05 were considered significant. Biostatistical analysis was performed by the authors.

The average age and the sex distribution of the SD colonoscopy group (June 1, 2016 – June 1, 2018) 
and the HD colonoscopy group (June 2, 2018 – June 2, 2020) were compared for demographic data. 
These comparisons were only performed with data from the SSADR analysis.

The primary outcome measure was SSA detection rate (SSADR), defined as the proportion of eligible 
colonoscopies in which at least one SSA was identified, for both the SD and HD colonoscopy periods. 
Individual differences in endoscopist SSADRs with SD colonoscopy and HD colonoscopy were 
evaluated by Z-test. Mean SSADR and overall SSADR were also reported. Mean SSADRs were 
calculated as the average of the individual endoscopist SSADRs. The difference in mean SSADRs with 
SD and HD colonoscopy was evaluated with the paired t-test. Overall SSADRs were calculated as the 
sum of all SSA-positive colonoscopies over the total number of eligible colonoscopies. The difference in 
overall SSADR with SD and HD colonoscopy was evaluated with the Z-test.
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Table 1 Demographic characteristics of the standard definition colonoscopy and high definition colonoscopy groups

Variable Standard definition, n = 2012 High definition, n = 1645 P value

Age (yr), mean (range) 59.3 (50-76) 59.2 (50-76) 0.985

Gender, male (%) 896 (44.5%) 757 (46.0%) 0.36812

Table 2 Endoscopist, overall, and average sessile serrated adenomas detection rates with corresponding colonoscopy volumes during 
standard definition colonoscopy and high definition colonoscopy

Standard definition High definition
Endoscopist 

Eligible colonoscopies SSADR Eligible colonoscopies SSADR
Δ P value (α < 0.05)

1 166 4.22% 229 2.18% -2.03% 0.24604

2 303 2.97% 279 4.66% 1.69% 0.28462

3 82 0.00% 124 2.42% 2.42% 0.1556

4 171 5.26% 37 5.41% 0.14% 0.9681

5 63 0.00% 51 3.92% 3.92% 0.11184

6 135 1.48% 98 4.08% 2.60% 0.21498

7 125 1.60% 76 2.63% 1.03% 0.61006

8 410 6.34% 356 12.08% 5.74% 0.0056

9 238 1.68% 97 6.19% 4.50% 0.0278

10 191 2.62% 161 7.45% 4.84% 0.03486

11 128 3.91% 137 4.38% 0.47% 0.8493

Overall 2012 3.43% 1645 5.96% 2.53% 0.00028

Average 182.91 2.73% 149.54 5.04% 2.30% 0.00849

SSADR: Sessile serrated adenomas detection rate.

A secondary outcome measure was ADR, defined as the proportion of eligible colonoscopies in which 
at least one adenoma of any type was identified. Individual differences in endoscopist ADRs with SD 
and HD colonoscopy were evaluated with the Z-test. Mean ADR and overall ADR were also reported. 
Mean ADRs were calculated as the average of the individual endoscopist ADRs. The difference in mean 
ADRs with SD and HD colonoscopy was evaluated with the paired t-test. Overall ADRs were calculated 
as the sum of all SSA-positive colonoscopies over the total number of eligible colonoscopies. The 
difference in overall ADR with SD and HD colonoscopy was evaluated with the Z-test.

RESULTS
Following review of the data, 3657 cases met eligibility criteria with 2012 colonoscopies in the SD group 
and 1645 colonoscopies in the HD group for the SSADR analysis. Eleven endoscopists performed 
colonoscopies both before and after implementation of HD colonoscopy on June 2, 2018.

Demographic analysis of the SD and HD groups (Table 1) show the average age in both groups was 
59 years and that males comprised approximately 45% of both groups. There was no significant 
difference in average age or sex distribution between the SD and HD groups.

The mean SSADRs with SD colonoscopy and HD colonoscopy were 2.73% and 5.04%, respectively, 
yielding a statistically significant improvement of 2.30% (P = 0.00028). Comparison of the overall 
SSADRs also showed a statistically significant improvement from 3.43% with SD colonoscopy to 5.96% 
with HD colonoscopy (Δ 2.53%, P = 0.00849). Most of the endoscopists also demonstrated individual 
increases in SSADR with HD colonoscopy.  On the individual level, three endoscopists experienced 
statistically significant benefit with HD colonoscopy (+5.74%, P = 0.0056, +4.50%, P = 0.0278, +4.84%, P = 
0.03486). One endoscopist had a reduction in SSADR, but this difference was statistically nonsignificant 
(-2.03%, P = 0.24604) (Table 2 and Figure 1A).
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Table 3 Endoscopist, overall, and average adenoma detection rates with corresponding colonoscopy volumes during standard 
definition colonoscopy and high definition colonoscopy

Standard definition High definition
Endoscopist

Eligible colonoscopies ADR Eligible colonoscopies ADR
Δ P value (α < 0.05)

1 262 30.15% 250 28.80% -1.35% 0.72786

2 492 25.20% 311 44.37% 19.17% < 0.00001

3 49 6.12% 104 38.46% 32.34% < 0.00001

6 145 31.72% 104 39.42% 7.70% 0.20766

7 245 21.22% 127 31.50% 10.27% 0.02926

8 493 31.64% 360 43.61% 11.97% 0.00034

9 283 29.68% 78 32.05% 2.37% 0.68916

10 289 24.91% 162 38.27% 13.36% 0.00288

11 91 42.86% 138 43.48% 0.62% 0.92828

Overall 2349 27.88% 1634 38.86% 10.98% < 0.00001

Average 261 27.06% 181.6 37.77% 10.72% 0.01522

ADR: Adenoma detection rate.

Preexisting ADR data was only available for nine of the eleven endoscopists. The mean ADRs with 
SD colonoscopy and HD colonoscopy were 27.06% and 37.77%, respectively, yielding a significant 
improvement of 10.72% (P = 0.01522). Comparison of the overall ADRs also showed a significant 
improvement with HD colonoscopy (Δ 10.98%, P < 0.00001). Most of the endoscopists demonstrated 
individual increases in ADR with HD colonoscopy. Five of these endoscopists saw significant benefit. 
One endoscopist had a minimal reduction in ADR, but this difference was nonsignificant (Table 3 and 
Figure 1B).

DISCUSSION
Identifying techniques that improve the detection of SSAs will help reduce interval colon cancer in 
screening colonoscopy[1,3]. In the absence of high-quality evidence to obligate the use of HD 
colonoscopy for the average-risk population, we performed a retrospective study to evaluate the benefit 
of HD colonoscopy compared to SD colonoscopy on SSADR during screening colonoscopy[8]. In 
addition to the significant improvements to both average and overall SSADRs, benefit from HD 
colonoscopy was further underscored by the average SSADR surpassing the serrated lesion benchmark 
detection rate of 7% (inclusive of HPs)[1,11]. To our knowledge, this study is the first to illustrate the 
utility of HD colonoscopy for SSADR in average risk patients, solidifying its role as a tool in high 
quality CRC screening.

Notably, our study demonstrated significant benefit to all adenoma/polyp detection rates, not simply 
SSADR. It should be acknowledged, however, that it is possible that our ADR outcomes were improved 
slightly by the independent improvement of endoscopists during the four-year study period or by HD 
colonoscopy itself. Interestingly, our data is also consistent with an existing study by Waldmann et al[13] 
that reported significant increases in ADR with HD colonoscopy in endoscopists with historically lower 
ADR , as each of the four endoscopists in our study with an ADR < 30% experienced statistically 
significant increases in ADR with HD colonoscopy. In contrast, four of the five endoscopists with an 
ADR ≥ 30% with SD colonoscopy did not experience such improvement with HD colonoscopy in our 
study, further supporting the selective benefit of HD colonoscopy for endoscopists with lower ADRs.

A major strength to our study is the exclusion of surveillance and diagnostic procedures to focus 
solely on screening colonoscopies. This is in contrast to the existing study by Roelandt et al[10] on HD 
colonoscopy and SSADR that included both diagnostic and surveillance colonoscopies in its analysis. 
Our criteria allow for our results to be more generalizable to average risk patients and more applicable 
to benchmark detection rates set for the screening population[11]. Another advantage was that our 
study was sufficiently powered compared to any other available literature similarly studying SSADR 
with HD colonoscopy to date[10,12].

In acknowledging the strengths to our data, it is also important to consider why this improvement to 
SSADR has not clearly been reflected in the overall ADRs in existing study on HD colonoscopy, as 
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Figure 1 Endoscopist, overall, and average sessile serrated adenomas detection rates (A) and adenoma detection rates (B) during 
standard definition colonoscopy and high definition colonoscopy. aP < 0.05. SSADR: Sessile serrated adenomas detection rate; ADR: Adenoma 
detection rate; SD: Standard definition; HD: High definition.

demonstrated by the weak recommendation by the ESGE on the utility of HD colonoscopy[8]. It is 
possible that higher quality endoscopes have more utility in the detection of subtle SSA lesions than in 
the detection of adenomatous polyps that have been historically easier to identify, perhaps limiting the 
overall benefit of HD colonoscopy on detection of the conventional adenomas. Thus, as SSAs make up a 
relatively small component of overall ADR compared to conventional adenomas, the significant 
improvement to SSADR may be undetectable when assessing the improvement to all adenoma 
detection with HD colonoscopy. In this way, our results help to highlight a significant benefit of HD 
colonoscopy that may have been overlooked in prior studies of HD colonoscopy focused on overall 
ADR. This allows for stronger recommendations for the use of HD colonoscopy given that improved 
SSA detection is an unmet need in screening colonoscopy.
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We acknowledge some limitations to our study. A main limitation is the retrospective design of the 
study. In addition, while the longitudinal nature of the study permitted a relatively large number of 
colonoscopies to be included in our analysis, the four-year period allowed for changing skill level of 
endoscopists over time. Another limitation is that our study did not control for withdrawal time. In 
studies past, this has been one factor that has been demonstrated to significantly improve SSADR with 
maximum benefit at 9 min of withdrawal time[4,5]. Nevertheless, the withdrawal times of our 
endoscopists may have been optimized on average as the mean withdrawal time of academic gastroen-
terologists has been reported to be 9.1 min[5,14]. Another consideration arises from a lack of control for 
bowel preparation quality in our study. Although two prior studies that have evaluated the impact of 
bowel preparation on SSA detection found a nonsignificant impact of bowel preparation on SSADR, a 
2016 prospective study reported significant decrease in SSADR with bowel preparation quality that is 
below high quality in a population of veterans with high adenoma prevalence, suggesting that our 
study’s lack of exclusion of colonoscopies with suboptimal bowel preparation may have falsely lowered 
our SSADR results[4,15,16]. We also acknowledge discrepancies of eligible colonoscopy totals for the 
SSADR data collected directly for this study and ADR data collected from a preexisting study at our 
center, likely due to differences in the manual review of eligible colonoscopies during respective data 
compilations. COVID-19 also significantly impacted elective procedures in 2020, reducing the number of 
colonoscopies in the HD colonoscopy group.

CONCLUSION
In conclusion, our study suggests that high definition colonoscopy significantly improves sessile 
serrated adenoma detection in the screening of average risk patients. By improving the detection and 
removal of these lesions, adoption of high definition colonoscopy may reduce the significant 
premalignant burden of sessile serrated adenomas.
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in average-risk patients. In the absence of a strong clinical guideline to obligate the use of HD 
colonoscopy, the benefit demonstrated to SSADR by HD colonoscopy in our study may help strengthen 
the evidence to recommend its use in all settings.

Research motivation
To our knowledge, there has been no study on the efficacy of HD colonoscopy vs SD colonoscopy on 
SSADR in average risk patients undergoing screening colonoscopy only. Furtheremore, the most recent 
position by the European Society of Gastrointestinal Endoscopy on the adoption of HD colonoscopy for 
overall adenoma detection in average risk patients is weak, citing inconsistent trial results, which may 
deter centers that currently use SD colonoscopy from adopting HD colonoscopy. Given the lack of data 
on the adoption rate of HD colonoscopy outside of tertiary care centers, proving the benefit of HD 
colonoscopy on the detection of premalignant SSAs, specifically, may help strengthen the evidence 
behind its use in all settings.

Research objectives
We performed a retrospective study to evaluate the impact of HD colonoscopy compared to SD 
colonoscopy on SSADR exclusively during screening colonoscopy. Our secondary analysis compared 
overall adenoma detection rates (ADR) with HD colonoscopy vs SD colonoscopy at our center. By 
demonstrating that high definition colonoscopy significantly improves sessile serrated adenoma 
detection in the screening of average risk patients, the adoption of high definition colonoscopy may be 
universally recommended to reduce the significant premalignant burden of sessile serrated adenomas.

Research methods
All colonoscopies performed at our tertiary medical center in the two years before and after the 
transition from SD colonoscopy to HD colonoscopy on June 2nd, 2018 were identified. For the primary 
SSADR analysis, each colonoscopy report and associated pathology report during the defined study 
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period were collected, from which patient demographics, colonoscopy date, colonoscopy indication, 
colonoscopy findings (polyp/Lesion presence and type), and endoscopist data were compiled. For the 
secondary analysis involving ADR, preexisting ADR data from our center with the same inclusion 
criteria during the same time period was used. The average age and the sex distribution of the SD 
colonoscopy group (June 1, 2016 – June 1, 2018) and the HD colonoscopy group (June 2, 2018 – June 2, 
2020) were compared for demographic data, using only data from the SSADR analysis. The primary 
outcome measure were differences in individual endoscopist, overall, and mean SSA detection rate 
(SSADR) (defined as the proportion of eligible colonoscopies in which at least one SSA was identified) 
for the SD and HD colonoscopy periods. The secondary outcome measure was differences in individual 
endoscopist, overall, and mean overall adenoma detection rate (defined as the proportion of eligible 
colonoscopies in which at least one adenoma of any type was identified) for the SD and HD 
colonoscopy periods.

Research results
There was no significant difference in average age or sex distribution between the SD and HD groups. 
The mean SSADRs with SD colonoscopy and HD colonoscopy were 2.73% and 5.04%, respectively, 
yielding a statistically significant improvement of 2.30% (P = 0.00028). Comparison of the overall 
SSADRs also showed a statistically significant improvement from 3.43% with SD colonoscopy to 5.96% 
with HD colonoscopy (Δ 2.53%, P = 0.00849). On the individual level, three endoscopists experienced 
statistically significant benefit with HD colonoscopy (+5.74%, P = 0.0056, +4.50%, P = 0.0278, +4.84%, P = 
0.03486). Preexisting ADR data was only available for nine of the eleven endoscopists. The mean ADRs 
with SD colonoscopy and HD colonoscopy were 27.06% and 37.77%, respectively, yielding a significant 
improvement of 10.72% (P = 0.01522). Comparison of the overall ADRs also showed a significant 
improvement with HD colonoscopy (Δ 10.98%, P < 0.00001). Most of the endoscopists demonstrated 
individual increases in ADR with HD colonoscopy. Five of these endoscopists saw significant benefit.

Research conclusions
To our knowledge, this study is the first to show the utility of HD colonoscopy for SSADR in average-
risk patients, thereby demonstrating it as an important tool to improve the detection and removal of 
these premalignant lesions during routine colorectal cancer screening. Furthermore, in the absence of a 
strong clinical guideline to obligate the use of HD colonoscopy, the benefit demonstrated to SSADR by 
HD colonoscopy in our study may help strengthen the evidence to recommend its use in all settings.

Research perspectives
Future research endeavors should include randomized control trials to assess the efficacy of HD vs SD 
colonoscopy in average-risk patients undergoing screening colonoscopy only.
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