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Happy with most of the changes made. A final comment is for the authors to mention in 

the manuscript the debatable issues such as the definition of large polyps or the 

alternative classifications that can be used used in cases where magnification is not 

available. The detailed description of the LSTs with special consideration when it comes 

to resection i believe that it would  be of value for the reader so as to acquire a more 

complete picture for the management of these polyps. Please add. What about the use of 

non-ablative techniques in the management of colorectal polyps? Can be useful? and 

When? 
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