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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
In this article, the authors retrospectively analyzed the endoscopic placement of a

self-expandable metal stent (SEMS) uses both malignancies and benign stricture of the

colon. The study’s outcome is typical; as previously reported, however they found

perforation and stent migration there was no significant difference between the two

groups when satisfying complications. In conclusion, they stated that SEMS should be

considered in benign stricture in the colon. It is an exciting aspect of the article. However,

there is some minor concern about this article.1. Please verify the skill of the endoscopist

performing the procedure. 2. The authors could explain what kinds of endoscopies are

used. 3. As aforementioned, the methods are short, and the authors should reconsider

the contents including sedation use.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
In the present study, the authors described the safety and efficacy of SEMS for malignant

and benign colorectal stricture, and found that SEMS is safe and effective. SEMS for

malignant colon stricture is well established, however its application for benign stricture

is less reported. The autohrs provide exciting result of SEMS for benign colon stricture. I

have several minor comments. 1. For the 8 patients with benign strictures, was

surgical or other endoscopic methods attempted before SEMS? Or what's the condition

of SEMS for benign colon strictures? For example, diverticular disease associated

strictures may be managed by surgical resection, while anastomotic stricture by

endoscopic dilation, etc. 2. For the 8 benign strictures, the information in the "Abstract"

and "Results" are inconsistent, please check. In Abstract, "The benign strictures included

post-surgical anastomotic narrowing’s (n= 2), extrinsic fibroid compression (n=1) and

diverticular disease structuring (n=5)."; while in Results, "Of the eight benign indications,

four were for diverticular disease associated strictures, two stents were placed for

fistula closure, one was for extrinsic fibroid compression, one stent was placed for

ischemic stricture. " 3. In Figure 1, please provide the colonic image of the tumor before
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SEMS insertion. 4. It would be better the autohrs provided figures of SEMS for

diverticula disease structuring.
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