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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This manuscript represents a narrative review of enteral feeding techniques and complications. The
stated focus/purpose of this review is to "provide an overview of the current status of endoscopic
enteral tube feeding'. Overall the manuscript depicts a solid picture of enteral feeding and
complications but it suffers from inconsistent coherence in writing and lack of some rigor in scientific
reporting style. Some examples follow. 1. Abstracts/Methods: It is helpful to specify the time
frame of the literature review. Especially given the overall aim to address the 'current' status of ETF.
Also,why only two literature databases? Most reviews are more comprensive. Suggest more detail
on the search process. 2. Abstract/Results: Suggest the 4 major categories of complications be
followed throughout the manuscript. These items are introduced unequally at different points in the
review but the overall presentation across techniques is unbalanced. If this is the 'current status' the
authors should state this from the outset. 3. Body of manuscript: A consistent reporting format will
help the reader follow the authors' intent. Perhaps consistent use of subheadings such as technique
defined, clinical indications, techniques and variations, complications, treatment of complications.
The manuscript as presented separates procedure and complications with the strongest and most
clear presentation being the complications section. The brief secton on the role of the NST is almost
parenthetical to the remaining text. Perhaps this information could become part of an expanded
introduction with roles delineated for each ETF method? The first sentence in the conclusions does
not seem warranted...endoscopy has facilitated .....perhaps because the focus on endoscopy is not
clear in the body of the manuscript...and/or perhaps because this focus is not clarified in the abstract
or elswhere. 4. References: The reference list is extensive but covers a wide span of years. If the
focus is truly to review the current status...perhaps the writing focus and the literature review could
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emphasize recent developments.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This is a review article on enteral feeding tecniques. It is quite well organized, but it suffers of

imbalance between the separate procedures and the complications section. Moreover, the role of

endoscopy in the enteral feeding is not adequately described in the text. Finally, as a comprehensive

review paper, references must be updated and recent articles of the most recent developments must
be cited and described in the text.




