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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The authors reviewed the non-technological techniques for enhancing polyp detection. 

This review focused on only three maneuvers (withdrawal time, position change, and 

retroflexion at the right colon), and the authors provided enormous detail in each session. 

The authors did a good review; however, I have a few suggestions that may improve 

this manuscript.  -The detail in each session, including the conclusion, maybe too much 

and unnecessary. The authors could provide only RCT and significant prospective 

studies. Too much detail makes this manuscript very difficult to follow and read until 

the end.  -The authors should provide the percentage that each maneuver improves 
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topic is about improving polyp detection. The authors should provide studies of sessile 

serrated lesion detection rates and these maneuvers.  I really appreciate the 

hard-working of the authors in the manuscript. I hope the authors can revise the 

manuscript to be more concise and gain interest from the audience. 

 


