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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This is a paper reviewing the limits of traction metihods in colon ESD. It also discusses 

other ingenuity of colorectal ESD.   Major points 1. The usefulness of T-ESD was 

judged by only one RCT, but isn't it premature? There was no significant difference 

between the two groups in Japanese with excellent endoscopy technology, but what 

about in Western countries? Also, the usefulness of T-ESD for trainee should be 

discussed more. T-ESD seems to be a useful method for trainees, but it should be 

mentioned from that point of view.    2. T-ESD and BAE are not contradictory 

techniques. Under BAE use, is there a comparison between C-ESD and T-ESD?  Minor 

points 1. Figures 1C, 1D, and 1E should also be mentioned in the manuscript.  2. You 

should show the figure of S-O clip, clip-with-line, clip pulley. 
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I suggest a more in-depth analysis of the factors related to lack of significance 

considering the literature. 

 


