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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

First I would like to thank the author for the opportunity of reading such an interesting
paper. 1. General comments The manuscript deals with an important topic to assess
patient and procedural factors associated with lower sedation requirements for
endoscopy. This study had a large sample size and these findings suggest factors
predictive of tolerance with lower sedation requirements for EGDs. However, I have
some concerns that should be addressed regarding methodology, and interpretation of
results. 2. Specific comments a) Minor Materials and methods Although missing values
were demonstrated in the limitation of the discussion section, if there were missing
values, it is recommended to explain how to handle them in the methods section.
Discussion The authors should mention that causal reversal, that is, the factors identified
may have lower EGD sedation requirements, rather than predicting resistance to low

EGD sedation requirements.
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The responses to the comments were well-addressed and the manuscript was improved

by revision.



