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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The report represents a fair description of experience in the field and is well described 

and easy to follow. The actual data seem to me to suggest no particular advantages or 

statistically significant differences due to the sample size and the fact that all 

interventions were successful by the measures reported. Shorter hospital stays are 

probably not such a great advantage when 50 minutes longer is required under 

anesthetic. The 1 mL less glue should be more clearly described in terms of how this 

should lead to fewer adhesions or glue ulcers.  

 


