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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The manuscript, No. 20365, presents the results of retrospective study involving 100 patients on the 

frequency of identification of the tri-radiate fold during colonoscopy. The results of the cecum video 

documentation review by six consultant surgeons revealed that tri-radiated fold was recognized only 

in 18% cases, thus making it an unreliable landmark of cecal intubation. Well, it is an interesting 

reading, however the most of gastroenterologists relay on such well defined cecal landmarks as 

appendiceal orifice and ileocecal valve.  Minor note, please check is it "triradiate" or"tri-radiate" ?
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A very interesting, concise and "clever" paper. Also written in excellent english, fluent and easy to 

read.
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The paper maybe not very interesting for gastroenterologist.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Although the fact that triradiate fold is infrequent and an unreliable landmark of caecal intubation is 

already-known, there is no study to look specifically at the triradiate caecal fold. While the results of 

this study may be of little importance in clinical practice, this manuscript is well written. Publication 

can be considered according to the journal’s policy. In that case, authors should concern below points. 

1. The “Results” section of abstract is insufficient in information (Page2). Please add some 

information.  2. The average age of included patients should be written with standard deviation 

(Page5).  
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