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Thanks for sharing the author's insights on this cutting-edge topic. There are several 

suggestions. 1. Authors mentioned "Another issue in clinical practice is that not all cases 

might have accurate portal pressure measurement through this indirect measurement 

procedure." It is suggested to add specific reasons and supplementary references. 2. 

Authors mentioned "Possible contraindications, such as allergic reaction to contrast 

agent, cardiac arrhythmia during catheter insertion in transjugular route, and risk of 

bleeding in patient with very low platelet count or prolonged international normalized 

ratio (INR)". This is not a completed sentence. Authors may consider rephrasing it. 3. 

Many statements in this manuscript lack necessary references, and authors are advised 

to check the whole manuscript carefully and make some additions. Including but not 

limited to "Possible contraindications, such as allergic reaction to contrast agent, cardiac 

arrhythmia during catheter insertion in transjugular route, and risk of bleeding in 

patient with very low platelet count or prolonged international normalized ratio (INR).", 

"In the early stage, CSPH condition can be prevented with early medication.", "However, 

whether EUS evaluation is needed in the first setting in all patients with liver cirrhosis 

for deep varices evaluation is still debatable", "Last but not least, EUS-PPG measurement 

can be performed and then followed by EUS-guided cyanoacrylate injection for large or 

deep gastroesophageal as well as isolated gastric varices". 4. The part of "Endoscopic 

Ultrasound Portal Pressure Gradient Measurement in Portal Hypertension" has too few 

contents, with only 10 references. There is a lot of research and progress that needs to be 

included. The present manuscript may not sufficiently reveal the authors' full 

understanding and experiences about this established topic "Endoscopic Ultrasound 
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concepts are listed. • Relevant literatures are well discussed, however strengths and 
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the figures, diagrams and tables sufficient, good quality and appropriately illustrative of 

the paper contents? Do figures require labeling with arrows, asterisks etc., better legends?  
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