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The work does not add any additional information to the present literature, however the authors

report their significative experience in multidisciplinary management of rectal cancer in the era of

laparoscopic surgery; they describe a good number of clinical cases with interesting results.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This is a good paper, showing that excellent results can be achieved by dedicate teams. My only

remark concerns the title: it must be changed! The present one suggests demonstration of better

results achievable by the mdt but here we do not find comparison with previous or different

experiences!
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This retrospective analysis focus on the MDT (several related specialities coming together every week)

on rectal cancer management and they suggest MDT for better early and late outcomes and for

laparoscopy. Main deficit of the study was the absence of a control group. Are the outcomes of a

hospital that do neoadjuvant therapies, have experienced surgeons and other related specialities but

not coming together regularly, worse than the prior ones?




