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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Authors concluded that premedication with the proteolytic enzyme pronase improved the quality of
magnifying endoscopic images and required fewer water flushes to achieve satisfactory endoscopic
viewing. Although this paper is an interesting topic, this paper needs several additional changes
which I feel addressing. 1. Authors showed a significant difference in the median visibility score of
magnifying endoscopy between group A and B. However, no significant difference in the endoscopic
procedure time was observed between two groups. In addition, most of patients needed less than
four water flashes to clean up their stomach. When we interpret their results, oral premedication with
pronase is useful for having better mucosal visibility during conventional endoscopy. If they evaluate
in the magnifying endoscopy, the endoscopists should directly use water flashes with pronase to the
lesions which were needed magnifying observation. 2. Two experienced endoscopists evaluated
the mucosal visibility grade during endoscopy. As described in the discussion section, intra or inter
observer variability may exist. Authors should show the inter- and intra-observer agreement of the
endoscopists. 3. Authors described that this study was designed as a prospective, randomized,
double blind study in the method section. They should explain how the studied patients were
randomized.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The study characteristics/logistics should be clearly stated, not only for presentation improvement,
but to assist any future attempts for systematic reviews/meta-analyses. Although inter observer
agreement -or indeed disagreement- between only 2 persons (endoscopists/reviewers etc) is not that
solid, your manuscript would be greatly enhanced by some Kappa stats. Please consider combining
table 2 and 3 to one. Good luck with your submission.




