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The article is a complete, systematic literature review, investigating the utility of ME-NBI in the

diagnosis of EGC. The main limit of the paper is the absence of an appropriate reference to the cost of

the method also comparing it with the cost of histopatology

(Takeuchi Y1, Hanafusa M, Kanzaki

H, Ohta T, Hanaoka N.Proposal of a new 'resect and discard' strategy using magnifying narrow band
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10.1111/den.12248.) Therefore,at least a paragraph about it should be included.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This manuscript is a meta-analysis of magnifying endoscopy using NBI for early gastric cancer. It is

well written. However, there are some of comments as follows.

Major comment ? Authors mention

that diagnostic sensitivity of ME-NBI in depressed lesions is lower than that in not depressed ones.

However, most depressed lesions were less than 10 mm in this study. Authors should mention this

point in the Discussion section.

Minor comment ?Please correct ‘simple size”” to “sample size.”
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This paper is a meta-analysis on Diagnostic performance of magnifying narrow-band imaging for

early gastric cancer. The systematically evaluate diagnostic performance of ME-NBI for EGC was
done and the results that ME-NBI is a reliable technique for EGC diagnosis and has a better
diagnostic performance than C-WLI in EGC diagnosis could be used for clinic working effectively.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Specific comments: 1. In "Abstract" section, the diagnostic odds ratio for ME-NBI diagnosis of EGC is
102.75 (95% CI, 48.14-219.32), what it means? Please explain it in clinical application. 2. The
definition of "EGC" is not clear, please clarify it! 3. In the "Materials and Methods" section, the
authors mentioned aboutTP/FP/TN/FN, however, we only see the statement "In addition, the
positive predictive value (PPV) and negative predictive value (NPV)of ME-NBI were 85.0% and
96.3%." in the "Diagnostic performance of ME-NBI" of the "Results" section. Please explain it. Minor
comments: This manuscript will be more valuable if the resolution of all the figures can be improved.
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