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Thank you so much for the opportunity to review this paper: Current diagnostic tools
and treatment modalities for rectal prolapse. I have some comments: 1. This is not an
original paper or study, it is a well written review of the literature, about the diagnostic
and treatment options for rectal prolapse. No hypotheses or experiment were approach
in the paper. 2. It is a good review, but with nothing different, we know the rectal
prolapse does not have a gold standart for treatment. 3. In the title the authors should
be add: a narrative review, or a systematic review. 4. Abstract and key Words reflect
the focus of the manuscript 5. Methods: the manuscript does not describe the type of
methodology that was used in the review. 6 Results and Discussion were mixed in the
analysis, it seems like a book chapter. 7 References. Appropriately cite the latest,

important and authoritative references. 8. No ethical problems
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

I have read the article on current diagnostic tools and treatment of rectal prolapse by
Orcu et al. with great interest. I am attaching my comments below- 1. Abdominal
versus perineal approach- Reference no 51 Quoted study is a low powered study. Only
27.27% patients with perineal procedure responded to follow-up calls. Also the age has
not been matched in the abdominal and perineal approach groups. The perineal
procedure was done more in the old age group. Thus, drawing conclusion based only on
this study is not adequate. Findings of RCT or meta-analysis on this topic should be
included, such as that of PROSPER trial (2013) and the Cochrane review (2008). 2.
Perineal approaches- 'Perineal approaches are contraindicated for patients who have
undergone prior rectopexy' - Author should give reference for this statement 3. Stapled
transanal rectal resection- please mention specific indications and contraindications of
this procedure 4. ASCRS guidelines- Abdominal procedures are procedure of choice
for patients who are fit to withstand surgery without concern for age - This should be
added in the abdominal approaches section 5) Recent advances in rectal prolapse

management (NOTES- by A. Chandra et al.) should be also be included.  4) Novelty in
6
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the paper is lacking as similar reviews on rectal prolapse are available in plenty. Minor
suggestions- - Fecal incontinence generally develops late in the clinical course rectal
prolapse. (please add 'of') - Paragraph before conclusion- Ventral Rectopexy (do not

use capital letters)
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Thank you so much for the opportunity to review this paper. 1 have no more

comments. I'm happy with the answers



