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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
The article is within the scope of the journal. It is well written and easy to read. The

described proposal is original and represents an advance in the area of knowledge.

However, the article to be accepted must be improved in some aspects: a) The

introduction and the state of the art on the subject matter should be improved. b) The

discussion section needs to be improved. In this section, the results obtained with other

similar works should be compared, describing the advantages and disadvantages of the

proposal. For this, references to other similar works should be used. c) In the

conclusions section, the synthetic presentation of the scientific results obtained should be

improved.
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1.The authors mentioned in Methods of Abstract that the electronic databases include

Gray literature, however, disappeared in Methods of main article, right? Also I am

wondering which data is coming from Gray literature? 2.In my view, in Figure 1, the

title of Bariatric Endoscopy should be added to all three sections or not. 3.More

references should be listed to make the data more accurate, such as the edge of the GJA

that APC can performed. 4.In this article, the authors list some applications of

endoscopic technology in weight loss, but the discussion and conclusion focus on

describing the complications of weight loss surgery, which needs multidisciplinary

cooperation and better medical team. Therefore, I think more obvious causality and

evidence are needed to draw the above conclusions.



5

RE-REVIEW REPORT OF REVISEDMANUSCRIPT

Name of journal:World Journal of Gastrointestinal Surgery

Manuscript NO: 70287

Title: Status of Bariatric Endoscopy – What does the surgeon need to know? A review

Provenance and peer review: Invited Manuscript; Externally peer reviewed

Peer-review model: Single blind

Reviewer’s code: 05382551
Position: Editorial Board
Academic degree: PhD

Professional title: Associate Professor

Reviewer’s Country/Territory: Spain

Author’s Country/Territory: Brazil

Manuscript submission date: 2021-07-29

Reviewer chosen by: Jia-Ru Fan

Reviewer accepted review: 2021-11-16 10:31

Reviewer performed review: 2021-11-16 10:37

Review time: 1 Hour

Scientific quality
[ ] Grade A: Excellent [ ] Grade B: Very good [ Y] Grade C: Good

[ ] Grade D: Fair [ ] Grade E: Do not publish

Language quality
[ ] Grade A: Priority publishing [ Y] Grade B: Minor language polishing

[ ] Grade C: A great deal of language polishing [ ] Grade D: Rejection

Conclusion
[ ] Accept (High priority) [ Y] Accept (General priority)

[ ] Minor revision [ ] Major revision [ ] Rejection

Peer-reviewer Peer-Review: [ Y] Anonymous [ ] Onymous



6

statements Conflicts-of-Interest: [ ] Yes [ Y] No

SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
The paper can be accepted in current form
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