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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
The study is aimed to directly compare the diagnostic value of white-light endoscopy,

acetic-acid chromoendoscopy combined with magnifying endoscopy, and

optical-enhanced magnifying endoscopy for detection of gastric intestinal metaplasia.

The title is “Comparison of optical-enhanced and acetic-acid magnifying endoscopy for

detecting gastric intestinal metaplasia: A randomized trial”. 1. Several factors influence

the outcome of the study. Please discuss these. 2. Please review the literature and add

more details in the discussion section. 3. What is the new knowledge from the study? 4.

Finally, please recommend the readers “How to apply this knowledge for routine

clinical practice?”.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
This is a comparative study of ME-OE v/s ME-AAC for GIM. The authors concluded

that ME-OE is more efficacious for endoscopic evaluation of GIM a precancerous lesion.

The article is very interesting for publication. Some issues for further clarification: 1.

The main finding that LBC sign under ME-OE is a proof of GIM is already known.

However this study does not add any new finding to the already known. No method to

differentiate the low to high-grade dysplasia in GIM is given. GIM is important however

more important is the endoscopic evaluation and identification of GIM with dysplasia.

Such information is not given here.
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