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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
This is a thoroughly researched and well executed meta-analysis. The authors have

provided feedback on a significant endoscopic subject and have done that by performing

significant sub-analyses and covering a substantial number of aspects that may influence

EMR/ESD success. I highly recommend this article for publication. Minor changes: -

The conclusions in the abstract should include the comparison between ESD and EMR

and not focus on differences between Japan and the rest of world.
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