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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The authors performed a meta-analysis for the safety and efficacy between endoscopic

submucosal dissection and transanal endoscopic surgery for rectal tumors. It has been a

long time since both techniques were developed, their characteristics are well

understood, and, likely, many practitioners have already used them correctly. Therefore,

there may have been no difference in comparing the two techniques in this study.

However, these results are helpful for planning future treatment strategies, and the

value of this paper is high. If there is one disappointing point, it is that there is a

difference in the method of anesthesia between the two procedures. I would like you to

add this point to the discussion.




