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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The authors have published a well-designed study detailing outcomes after surgery for 

slow transit constipation. The results are convincing, however, the data are largely not 

new, and several other studies have shown similar results. At least this does line up with 

other studies published.  1) My main concern is the novelty of the data presented. A 

recent meta-analysis and practice guideline identified 40 trials or series of outcomes after 

surgery for constipation (PMID: 28960923). This is cited by the authors in the manuscript. 

I would like the authors to comment a bit more on how their study is different from 

previously published series, and what are the novel findings here? Will this change 

practice or how we communicate with patients? 2) What was done with patients who 

had anorectal manometry or defecography suggesting pelvic floor dyssynergia? Where 

these patients excluded from surgery or were they operated on like other patients. It 

would also be interesting to comment on different among those with pelvic floor 

dyssynergia vs without (pure slow transit constipation) 3) For radiopaque marker 

testing why was 3 days chosen instead of 5 days using a 20% threshold cutoff.  4) Please 

clarify the study design. The authors say this is a retrospective study, but questionnaires 

were prospectively collected. Was this a retrospective analysis of prospectively collected 

data? Or was this a prospective study with questionnaires and timepoints planned out 

prior to the start of the study. 5)     A good deal of english language editing also needs 

to occur. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

That's a very interesting paper with novelty in this field.   Please improve your 

language especially in the abstract. What was your criteria concerning the chosen 

operation IRA vs CRA, laparoscopic vs lap-assisted etc ? What was the treatment of 

choice in patients with anastomotic leak? Please provide a more extensive comparison 

with the existing literature and highlight the novelty of your paper.  Thank you 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Thank you for the revisions. 
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