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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
The article is aimed to evaluate the efficacy and safety of clip-and-snare method by using pre-looping
technique for gastric endoscopic submucosal dissection procedure. The title is “Effectiveness of
clip-and-snare method using pre-looping technique for gastric endoscopic submucosal dissection”. I
have some questions. The authors should to clarify and add the following issues in the text. 1.
This study was a retrospective study. It was conducted at a tertiary care referral center. =~ Thus,
it could not apply in the community hospitals. 2. Several factors influence the outcome of the study.
Some limitations might be occurred. 3. This procedure needed an experienced endoscopist. It
could not apply for the general physicians. 4. Who were the endoscopists? Experienced or
Non-experienced. 5. How many cases did the endoscopists perform this procedure? 6. How did
the endoscopists select the patients in each group? 7. Generally, we know that adequate anesthesia
influences the outcome and the successful completion of the procedure. The different anesthetic
techniques may produce the different anesthetic outcomes. 8. The authors did not show the
anesthetic management including anesthetic technique and drugs as well as the anesthesia-related
1
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complications. 9. Please review the literature and add more details of this procedure. 10. Finally, the
clinical application of the study is very important. =~ The authors should to recommend the readers

“How to apply this knowledge for routine clinical practice?”.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This is a very interesting and very well done case-control study which tries to evaluate a new

additional method for shortening the time spent during ESD and for making it easier and safer.

The design, the statistical analysis of the study are correct and also the written exposition, the tables

and the figures material and methods part: There are some questions for the authors, that readers

need to know and the authors should add to this part of the article was the ESD performed with the

patients intubated or only with unconscious sedation? What were the setting of the electrical surgical

unit used power devices used? will be necessary to change the patient position in any time (prone or

supine position ) in order to get better view of the ESD field ?
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