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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

An interesting paper comparing prospectively 2 colon preparations both used in the split 

fashion: a standard 4 liter PEG preparation with a 3 liter PEG preparation added with 

anti-foam agent simethicone. The paper has been produced in China and its worth is 

related to the lower efficacy of slow volume preparations in Asians. A 3-liter preparation 

could be thus suggested as a valuable alternative to standard 4-liter products to improve 

patients’ acceptance.  The second peculiarity of the study is the use of simethicone as an 

anti-foam agent in the 3 liter preparation. The paper is clear and well written. Data are 

clearly described. Results are reliable and consistent with the premises. My only concern 

is about the bubble score: to my best knowledge, there are no validated scores evaluating 

how bubbles may impact on colon visibility. I think that authors should describe how 

they have developed such a scale; otherwise, they should report in the reference where 

such a scale has been already validated and used. 
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With regards to my previous comment, the authors should report the 4 papers that have 

used the bubble scale also in the paper  

 


