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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

I read with interest the article of Marinek et al comparing 4 different forceps for retrieving biopsies 

from patients with Barrett’s oesophagus. The study appears to be well designed and conducted, and 

the article is clearly presented.  I do have a few comments and questions:  - If the 4 forceps were 

used in a random order, and the number of biopsies per forceps were determined beforehand, the 

number of biopsies should be more similar I would expect? (range 92-121 for the 4 different forceps) - 

Why did the authors decide not to report % in the result section? This could describe the results more 

accurately than “ two thirds of biopsies …”, “significantly bigger specimen” etc.  - How many 

samples were taken on average from each patient, or what is the range approximately? - The biopsies 

are taken by two physicians. Do they have the same level of experience? Is this a procedure with a 

learning curve, or does it require some time to get used to the different forceps? This may explain the 

differences with previous studies, if the physicians in the present study are really experienced? - The 

authors mention in the discussion that they have a high proportion of IEN. Please describe (roughly) 

the proportion in other studies/settings to put this number in perspective.  - Are the specimens 
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evaluated by both pathologists, or only 1? Could this have influenced the interpretation of the results? 

- Could it be that there is a calculation error in Table 2, for the diagnostic yield in the total group? 

Shouldn’t it be (91+13)/436=0.24 instead of 0.26? 
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