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The authors should state , what happened to the patients with adenomas? Where they all
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The manuscript is concise, fluent and well-written. Language-wise, as of native speaker. Strengths are

the number of cases and the ethnicity orientation of the study group. The main drawback is that

there is no new knowledge added, apart from ethnicity-targeted results. However, this is still of

notice.

A minor issue is that authors do not clearly stated which cases had a follow-up endoscopy




