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Dear authors, Thank you for the possibility to review the paper of Jennifer Mait et al. “Obtaining

Research Biopsies During Pediatric Colonoscopy: Safety and Adverse Events”. I have a question:

How do journal’s readers use this knowledge into their clinical practise?
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The article from USA is aim to review and compare the adverse events in the research study
participants to patients who did not consent, the controls. The authors established that acquiring
additional biopsies for research alone is safe. The title is “Obtaining Research Biopsies During
Pediatric Colonoscopy: Safety and Adverse Events”. There have some questions. The authors
should to clarify and add the following issues in the text. 1. The study is a retrospective study.
Some limitations might be occurred. 2. It is also a low sample size. 3. The patients participating in
research might be well selected and prepared. It could not represent the general population. 4. In
the research study, the operators are experienced endoscopists. The endoscopy-related adverse
events may be lower than the real situation. 5. The authors did not show the type of anesthetic
techniques and anesthetic agents used for this study. Please add the type of anesthetic techniques
and anesthetic agents used in the text. 6. According to No 5, the type of anesthetic techniques might
be influenced the outcome of the study. For example, sedation technique could produce higher
adverse events than the general anesthesia technique. 7. Finally, the authors should to recommend
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the readers to apply this knowledge into the routine clinical practice.



