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The described magnets are permanent and therefore, even the external one, is not

adjustable in intensity except by moving it away from the patient's surface. This would

make it very complicated to maintain a constant traction of the mucosa, which would

vary even with the patient's breathing movements. The operator would undoubtedly

experience fatigue from keeping the external magnet at a constant distance throughout

the procedure. The outcomes appear to have only marginal significance; the only two

significant ones are the reduction in procedure time (but only by approximately 3

minutes - about 10%) and the endoscopist's satisfaction. The number of procedures is

very low, with (n^ 6) Another unclear aspect is how the internal magnet is inserted into

the stomach.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
1- Compared to other devices made by Fujifilm company (traction device used in human

patients), what are the advantages of this new device.? 2- can you upload a video

demonstrating this new technique? 3- what are the obstacles that faced advanced

endoscopists during the use of this device? 4- are there any modifications you need to

do in this technique, and what about the cost?
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