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1 What did this study explore? 

This study evaluated the utility of bright Narrow Band Imaging (bNBI) in 

detecting polyps for screening colonoscopies compared to High Definition 

White Light Endoscopy (HD-WLE). 

 

2 How did the authors perform all experiments? 

The endoscopists of each centre performed the colonoscopies as per standard 

procedures during insertion. During withdrawal the case was randomised to 

be evaluated with either HD-WLE or bNBI. 

 

3 How did the authors process all experimental data? 

The retrieved data was analysed with assistance of a statistician. 

 

4 How did the authors deal with the pre-study hypothesis? 

The study was conceptualised to assess the value of bNBI as compared to 

HD-WLE. The pre-study hypothesis was if the use of bNBI during 
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