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The authors performed a meta-analysis about transanal drainage tube for rectal cancer
surgery and reported interesting results. I have some suggestions for this manuscript to
improve it further. 1.The full search strategies for each database should be provided.
2.Because of the number of included studies is small (just 5), the result of funnel plot is
not accurate. I suggest that the authors use quantitative methods for publication bias,
such as Egger and Begg's tests. 3.The methods and rationale for conducting subgroup
analyses should be spelled out in the Method section. 4.Did the authors reported only
the positive result in the subgroup analysis? If there are other subgroup analyses
performed in addition to patients without a diverting stoma, they should also be
reported in this article. 5. I suggest that the authors perform sensitivity analyses for all
pooled results. 6. Discussion can add a section “Comparison With Other Reviews”. It
focus on the comparison with other relevant meta-analysis and systematic review, for
example, discussing the difference in method and results. In addition, the authors can

also discuss the difference in results comparing to retrospective studies.
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