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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This review is well written. Page 16, rows 2-5, “Covered stents are associated with less tumor 

ingrowth and could be considered a prophylactic treatment for tumor ingrowth. However, covered 

stents have a higher risk of stent migration and show no significant difference in overall stent patency 

duration[6, 7]. At present, in the absence of any further evidence that covered stents are superior to 

uncovered stents, uncovered SEMS are not recommended for these purposes.” is strange or difficult 

to understand. Authors should revise this part of the manuscript.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The review written by Kim et al. summarizes the current status of colonic stenting. The review covers 

all the important issues regarding colorectal stents in clinical settings. However, it would be better, if 

the authors show schema and selection criteria for each stent.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The manuscript titled " Stents for colorectal obstruction: Past, Present, and Future” has been reviewed. 

The good point of this manuscript was well investigated and was well organized. However, as 

spelled out in my review, issues must be addressed.  Critique: 1. Tables are too difficult to follow.  

Table 1: The table is incomplete. What is the same with? (In the section of PATENCY and 

COMPLICATION) The author should describe them precisely. What is comvi? Regarding 

prospective study, it would be appreciated if the authors describe what phase of the clinical trial.  

Minors.  1.  Key words and short title are missing. 2. In table2, the authors should note the 

annotation of DIAMETER   and LENGH. They would be “mm”. 
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