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The authors investigated novel techniques for endoscopic en bloc resection for lesions up

to 30 mm (EMR+). I enjoyed reading the article. However, the report about AWC was

already published (Walter B, et al. Improved endoscopic resection of large flat lesions

and early cancers using an external additional working channel (AWC): a case series.
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Endosc Int Open 2019;07:E298-E301). Therefore, it is difficult to identify novelty.
Additionally, there were several concerns which should be addressed by the authors.
Major comments 1.The main aim of this study was somewhat ambiguous. Given that the
authors provided the combination use of AWC® and LiftUp® as the new method, they
should prove the efficacy and advantage of this method by comparative studies such as
AWC® with and without LiftUp® or simple EMR with and without LiftUp®, etc., since
AWC® method had been already reported. Otherwise, this study cannot persuade the
endoscopist who believe that ESD is possible to remove most of lesions easily. 2. As
the authors mentioned in the limitations, a major limitation of this study is to use mimic
lesions. Therefore, the influences by the fibrosis grade and the morphological features,
protruded or flat, cannot be assessed. The authors should consider them in Discussion
section. 3. The authors should describe IRB information in the Methods. 4. The
authors should describe the resection’s site of the stomach in the Results and Table.
Minor comments 1. How do LiftUp® function if a submucosal fibrosis exists in the lesion
site? CONFLICTS OF INTEREST I have no any Conflicts of Interest with the material

in this article.
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