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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This is a very well conducted metanalysis on the use of simethicone with PEG solutions
for the bowel cleansing preparation before colonoscopy. The analysis of data and
conclusions are straightforward and give insight in an area of clinical interest such as
small adenomas in a difficult to reach and inspect part of the proximal colon with further
implications for screening etc Some minor comments are the following: In abstract and
inside text the adenomas <10mm are better to be named small because the term
diminutive refers only up to 5mm size. In the Background section it is stated that
“colonoscopy is a standard first-line tool for the screening”. This sounds like a tenet
when at the same time many national screening programs use stool tests as a first line
option to be followed by colonoscopy when positive. This sentence could be rephrased
appropriately. In the Methods section would be better to describe the procedural way of
bowel preparation by the addition of simethicone into PEG . It is repetitively mentioned
in text that “ADR is the most important indicator of colonoscopy quality”. It would be
more appropriate not to be so aphoristic and rephrase like being “one of the most
important...” In the 6th paragraph of the Discussion Section you should make syntax

correction in the sentence starting with “Second, our results....... before colonoscopy”



