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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The fact that it took during the trial in average less than half the time to close the wounds
with the tissue adhesive and more than 50% for the closure with the sutures, as compared
to your surgical experience with these two methods (as disclosed in the Methods Section),
is somewhat surprising and raises the possibility of unmindful bias during the trial
towards the use of the tissue adhesives. Please discuss the significant differences from
your previous clinical experience to the current results and of the above-mentioned

potential bias.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This is a very interesting study that is well designed, well carried out and in a healthcare
system that is driven by financial implications has an important message. The saving of
approximately 20minutes per case by using tissue adhesives might have significant
implications in the American system but in the UK for example the cost of the tissue
adhesive over and above the cost of sutures will bizarrely carry more weight (only people
who have worked in the NHS will understand but not agree with this approach). This
study is a RCT in an area where there are few and as such provides a useful addition to

the literature in this area.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

To Authors The study shows the results of the comparison of two procedures for the skin
closure in urugynecological robotic surgeries. The Methods are correct for thie basic study,
even if the nimber of cases is low. The data to be evaluated are appropriate. The Results
are believable and the statistical analysis is accurate. The Discussioni s well developed,
analyzing the various features of the safety and aesthetic results of the two methods of the
skin closure. Ultimately I have only on observation: In the discussion could be useful to
add some considerations of the site of the skin suture regarding the uneven distribution
of elastic fibers in normal human skin, which can affect the aesthetic results of skin closure.
The References are up-to-date, but the numbering of components is necessary. The Tables

are clear and appropriate.
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This is an interesting and useful study in an area where there has been little RCT evidence.

The authors are to be congratulated and the manuscript is worthy of publication.



