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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Although the results of this review seems poor, do not permitting, on the basis of the 

current literature, to settle the question whether single incision fundoplication is a 

preferable alternative to the conventional laparoscopic approach, this review has the 

merit of discussing all the possible variables that can influence the final result. I have 
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only some minor revisions to suggest: In the section “Eligibility Criteria”, the criteria to 

establish which outcomes are considered of interest should be specified. When 

comparing data (e.g. times of intervention, length of hospital stay), all the data useful for 

a statistical analysis should be reported, for example: standard deviation, interval 

between minimum and maximum value, statistical significance, etc. Some results are 

reported in the Discussion instead of in the Results section: this generates a bit of 

confusion; if they are taken from literature, the source should be mentioned. A few typos 

and very little linguistic revisions are present. For example, in the sentence (see 

Discussion) “the respective minimal invasive application prerequisites the possession of 

advanced skills”, “prerequisites” does means “requires”? 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The article is aimed to provide a current overview of the technical variations and the 

postoperative outcomes of patients submitted to single incision fundoplication.   The 

title is “Single incision laparoscopic fundoplication: a systematic review of the literature”. 

1. This is a systematic review.    2. Please add the limitations of the study in the 
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discussion section. 3. What are the new knowledges from this study? 4. Finally, please 

recommend the readers “How to apply this knowledge for routine clinical practice?”. 
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