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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This is a paper reviewing the limits of traction metihods in colon ESD. It also discusses 

other ingenuity of colorectal ESD.   Major points 1. The usefulness of T-ESD was 

judged by only one RCT, but isn't it premature? There was no significant difference 

between the two groups in Japanese with excellent endoscopy technology, but what 

about in Western countries? Also, the usefulness of T-ESD for trainee should be 

discussed more. T-ESD seems to be a useful method for trainees, but it should be 

mentioned from that point of view.    2. T-ESD and BAE are not contradictory 

techniques. Under BAE use, is there a comparison between C-ESD and T-ESD?  Minor 

points 1. Figures 1C, 1D, and 1E should also be mentioned in the manuscript.  2. You 

should show the figure of S-O clip, clip-with-line, clip pulley. 



  

3 

 

 

7041 Koll Center Parkway, Suite 

160, Pleasanton, CA 94566, USA  

Telephone: +1-925-399-1568  

E-mail: bpgoffice@wjgnet.com 

https://www.wjgnet.com 

PEER-REVIEW REPORT 

 

Name of journal: World Journal of Gastrointestinal Endoscopy 

Manuscript NO: 82546 

Title: Device-assisted traction methods in colorectal endoscopic submucosal dissection 

and options for difficult cases 

Provenance and peer review: Invited Manuscript; Externally peer reviewed 

Peer-review model: Single blind 

Reviewer’s code: 05085736 

Position: Peer Reviewer 

Academic degree: MD 

Professional title: Chief Physician 

Reviewer’s Country/Territory: Italy 

Author’s Country/Territory: Japan 

Manuscript submission date: 2022-12-22 

Reviewer chosen by: AI Technique 

Reviewer accepted review: 2023-01-27 18:53 

Reviewer performed review: 2023-02-09 16:01 

Review time: 12 Days and 21 Hours 

Scientific quality 

[  ] Grade A: Excellent  [  ] Grade B: Very good  [  ] Grade C: 

Good 

[ Y] Grade D: Fair  [  ] Grade E: Do not publish 

Novelty of this manuscript 
[  ] Grade A: Excellent   [  ] Grade B: Good    [ Y] Grade C: Fair 

[  ] Grade D: No novelty 

Creativity or innovation of 

this manuscript 

[  ] Grade A: Excellent   [  ] Grade B: Good    [ Y] Grade C: Fair 

[  ] Grade D: No creativity or innovation 



  

4 

 

 

7041 Koll Center Parkway, Suite 

160, Pleasanton, CA 94566, USA  

Telephone: +1-925-399-1568  

E-mail: bpgoffice@wjgnet.com 

https://www.wjgnet.com 

Scientific significance of the 

conclusion in this manuscript 

[  ] Grade A: Excellent   [  ] Grade B: Good    [ Y] Grade C: Fair 

[  ] Grade D: No scientific significance 

Language quality 

[  ] Grade A: Priority publishing  [ Y] Grade B: Minor language 

polishing  [  ] Grade C: A great deal of language polishing  [  ] 

Grade D: Rejection 

Conclusion 
[  ] Accept (High priority)  [  ] Accept (General priority) 

[  ] Minor revision  [ Y] Major revision  [  ] Rejection 

Re-review [  ] Yes  [ Y] No 

Peer-reviewer statements 
Peer-Review: [ Y] Anonymous  [  ] Onymous 

Conflicts-of-Interest: [  ] Yes  [ Y] No 

 

SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

I suggest a more in-depth analysis of the factors related to lack of significance 

considering the literature. 

 


