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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This manuscript presents a randomised trial of whether the incidence of hypoxaemia in
patients undergoing upper GI endoscopy receiving supplemental oxygen using an
oxygenating mouthguard at 20L/min flow is inferior to standard nasal cannula at
21/min flow. The trial is approved by ethics committees, registered in a public trial
register, and performed in accordance with the principles of the Helsinki Declaration. I
have some methodological comments. -Major: The lexicon for endoscopic adverse events
(ASGE, 2010) defined hypoxia as SpO2<85%. Why did you use the cut-off of 90%? The
results are the same for the cut-off of 85%? I suggest an analysis using this standardised
cut-off. -Minor Can you explain why did you use the rate of 201/ min by the HFMG? The

sample size calculation should be better defined.
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