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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

An endoscopic lesion measurement system can improve the accuracy accuracy of endoscopic polyp 

size measurement  The investigators have compared a new technique versus standard to grade 

endoscopic polyp size. They find significant differences between the old and new methods. This is 

potentially a compelling study. However, there must be some improvements.  The English needs 

vast improvement. To do this, I recommend that the manuscript should be polished by an English 

linguist or an English language service could be used. Details of author-pays services can be found, 

for example, at: http://www.proof-reading-service.com/ or 

http://webshop.elsevier.com/languageediting/.   There are problems with punctuation, 

phraseology, and spelling. To better understand the paper, this must be done first.  The authors may 

also want to add more tables to show all data. All data that is discussed should also be in tabular 

form. I would actually like to see all the data for all cases too.  When they write p = 0.000 it should 

be p < 0.001.  The word 'accuracy' is repeated in the title.  In the Abstract they write 'poly' instead 

of 'polyp' in one place. They use the world 'different' when they mean 'difference'. There are many 

problems like this.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

1. In theh title "accuracy" was wrote as dublicate. 2.In abstract section ,conclusion part in first 

sentence poly should change to polyp and the sentence should cahange as ....for polyp size is small 

than actual size. 3.In materials and methods section; The study's ethical approve was mentioned two 

times. It must mentioned begining of the section only one time. 4. The authors should explain how 

they calculate the sample size. The power analyze should be done. I think the authors should include 

more patients to calculate more powerful statistical analysis.  5. How many endoscopist did examine 

the patients and their experience (year) should explain in method section. 6.Figure 2 and 3  are not 

clear. They should arrange again.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The article from China is aim to establish an endoscopic lesion measurement system (ELMS) and to 

study of accuracy of endoscopic polyp size measurement.    The title is “An endoscopic lesion 

measurement system can improve the accuracy of endoscopic polyp size measurement”. There have 

some questions and uncleared issues.  The authors should be clarified and be added the following 

issues in the text.      1. The study is a low sample size.   Some limitations might be occurred.    

2. Although, there was statistically significantly different between the visual estimation and the 

others.    The clinical significance might not be occurred.    3. This technique needed a special tool.    

Unfortunately, the authors did not show the cost-effectiveness. 4. The clinical application of the study 

is very important.    The authors should to be recommended the readers to apply this knowledge 

into routine clinical practice.    Thank you so much 
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