
 

ESPS Peer
Name of J
ESPS Man
Title: Fast
malignanc
Reviewer 
Science ed
Date sent 
Date revie
 

CLASSIFIC

[  ] Grade A

[  ] Grade B

[ Y] Grade C

[  ] Grade D

[  ] Grade E

 
COMMEN
The autho
colorectal 
perhaps b
should be 
no studies
papers ide
studies we
authors at
FT items? 
from 2011
similar me
their pub
identified 
studies?  
clearly the
relevant st
however a
failure to 
used?  Pl
voice.  T

 
r-review Re
Journal: Wo
nuscript NO
t-track rehab
cy：a meta-a
code: 00505

ditor: Song, 
for review:

ewed: 2013-

CATION 

A (Excellent) 

B (Very good)

C (Good) 

D (Fair) 

E (Poor)  

NTS TO AU
ors present 

surgery.  
best represen

addressed b
s found by a
entified from
ere exclude
ttempt to con

 This shou
1 and 2012. 
eta-analysis 

blication sea
studies.  H
To provide

ey have not.
tudies inclu
as it stands
include all 

lease also u
There are m

Bais
Flat C
315-32
Wan C

eport 
orld Journal 
O: 3916 
bilitation vs
analysis 

5590 
Xiu-Xia 
 2013-06-02 
06-15 00:32 

LANGU

 

[  ] Grad

[ Y] Grad

[  ] Grad

lang

[  ] Grad

UTHORS 
a systemati
The new p
nted by the
by the autho
additional m
m pubmed 
d because t
ntact the stu

uld be speci
 However,
and found 

arch that th
How did the
e a useful m
  The analy

uded.  Base
 now the m
relevant st

se the term
multiple pun

hideng P
C, 23/F., Lu
21 Lockhar
Chai, Hon

of Gastroen

s convention

12:13 

AGE EVALU

de A: Priority 

de B: minor lan

de C: a great d

guage polishin

de D: rejected

ic review a
paradigm of
e fast-track m
ors:  Public
methods.  I
should fall 
here were n

udy investig
ified.   Resu
, Gouvas et
11 studies (s

hey “scanne
ese studies a
meta-analysi
ysis, figures/
d on Gouva

manuscript d
tudies.  Wo

m “surgical s
nctuation a

1 

Publishi
ucky Plaza
rt Road, 

ng Kong, Ch

nterology 

nal care in la

UATION 

Publishing 

nguage polish

deal of  

ng 

and meta-an
f short hosp
movement 

cation search
I believe tha
in this cate

no extractab
gators for cla
ults->Search
t al Int J Co
see page 112
ed for addi
analyzed by
is, the auth
/tables, resu
as et al I do 
draft is una
ound infecti
site infection
and gramm

ing Grou
a,  

hina 

aparoscopic 

RECO

hing

Google

[  ] Ex

[  ] No

BPG Se

[  ] Ex

[  ] No

nalysis on a
pital length
in colorecta
h The author
at any studi
egory.  Add
ble dates.  W
arification?  
h Results Th
olorectal Di
23 of their a
itional artic

y Gouvas et 
ors must in
ults, and dis
not think th

acceptable fo
on What de
n.”   Discu
ar errors.  

up Co., L

colorectal r

MMENDATI

e Search:    

xisted 

o records 

earch: 

xisted    

o records 

an importan
hs of stay in
al surgery.  
rs note in Fi
es found by

ditionally, th
What does t

 Study Sel
he authors i
is (2009) 24:
article).  Li a
cles” from 
al not make

nclude all re
scussion mu
he ultimate 
or publicatio
efinition of 

ussion sectio
“…10.1% 

Limited 

resection for

ION CON

[  ] A

[  ] H

publi

[  ]R

[  ] M

[ Y] M

nt and timel
n surgical 
The follow

igure 1 that 
y cross-refer
he authors n
this mean an
lection What
identified 6 
:1119-1131 d
and colleagu
the referen
e their list o
elevant stud

ust be repeat
conclusion 
on primarily
wound infe

on Remove 
of the men

r colorectal 

NCLUSION 

Accept 

High priority 

ication 

Rejection 

Minor revision

Major revision

ly topic in 
patients is 

wing points 
there were 

rencing the 
note that 5 
nd did the 
t are the 17 
studies all 

did a very 
ues note in 

nce lists of 
of included 
dies which 
ted with all 
will differ, 
y due to a 
ection was 
all passive 

n required 

for 

n 

n 



 

re-operatio
methods o
new data 
methodolo
For this en
not see th
“Several s
meant to b
be correct
Why have
only 6 stu
super-imp
were inclu
found (se
separate p

 
on for anas
or results se
presented i

ogy in the m
ntire paragr

his as a topic
studies have
be a stand-a
ted.   Refer
e the author
udies, not 

posing all su
uded.  Whe
e Gouvas a

plot of each s

Bais
Flat C
315-32
Wan C

stomotic lea
ection and th
in the discu
methods sec
raph, did LF
c of patient 
e shown that
alone paragr
rence 17 (Go
rs excluded
15.   Figur
ubgroup an
en the autho
and my pri
sub-analysis

hideng P
C, 23/F., Lu
21 Lockhar
Chai, Hon

ak vs 3.3% o
hus does no

ussion sectio
ction.  “Bett
FT study the
cooperation
t American S
aph?  Also
ouvas et al) 

d this work 
re 3.  I am
alyses, it als

ors repeat th
or commen
s.

2 

Publishi
ucky Plaza
rt Road, 

ng Kong, Ch

of the wom
ot belong in
on.  Move t
ter cooperat
e role of bow
n, rather it is
Society of A

o this is one 
 is perhaps 
from their 

m not sure 
so gives the

heir analysis 
nt), perhaps

ing Grou
a,  

hina 

men..” this i
 the discuss
this to the r
tion of patie
wel prep and
s in the inst

Anesthesiolo
of the many
the best me

discussion s
that this ad
e impression
with the ad

s they shou

up Co., L

s new data 
sion section.
results secti
ents can brin
d timing of 
ructions we
gists…”  Is

y uses of pas
eta-analysis
section?   T
dds anythin
n that many

dditional stu
ld repeat th

Limited 

a not presen
.  There sho
ion and des
ng better ou
last meal?  

e provide ou
s this single 
ssive voice t
s to date on 
Table 1 Titl
ng to the p
y more than

udies they sh
his figure b

nted in the 
ould be no 
scribe your 
utcomes…” 

Also, I do 
ur patients. 
paragraph 

that should 
this topic. 

e.  This is 
paper.  By 
n 6 studies 
hould have 
but have a 

 

 

 



 

ESPS Peer
Name of J
ESPS Man
Title: Fast
malignanc
Reviewer 
Science ed
Date sent 
Date revie
 

CLASSIFIC

[  ] Grade A

[ Y] Grade B

[  ] Grade C

[  ] Grade D

[  ] Grade E

 
COMMEN
It would b

 
r-review Re
Journal: Wo
nuscript NO
t-track rehab
cy：a meta-a
code: 00043

ditor: Song, 
for review:

ewed: 2013-

CATION 

A (Excellent) 

B (Very good) 

C (Good) 

D (Fair) 

E (Poor)  

NTS TO AU
be even of gr

Bais
Flat C
315-32
Wan C

eport 
orld Journal 
O: 3916 
bilitation vs
analysis 

3826 
Xiu-Xia 
 2013-06-02 
06-18 23:44 

LANGU

[  ] Grad

[ Y] Grad

[  ] Grad

lang

[  ] Grad

UTHORS 
reater intere

hideng P
C, 23/F., Lu
21 Lockhar
Chai, Hon

of Gastroen

s convention

12:13 

AGE EVALU

de A: Priority 

de B: minor lan

de C: a great d

guage polishin

de D: rejected

est if subgrou

3 

Publishi
ucky Plaza
rt Road, 

ng Kong, Ch

nterology 

nal care in la

UATION 

Publishing 

nguage polish

deal of  

ng 

up analysis 

ing Grou
a,  

hina 

aparoscopic 

RECO

hing

Google

[  ] Ex

[  ] No

BPG Se

[  ] Ex

[  ] No

(colon cance

up Co., L

colorectal r

MMENDATI

e Search:    

xisted 

o records 

earch: 

xisted    

o records 

er and recta

Limited 

resection for

ION CON

[ Y] A

[  ] H

publi

[  ]R

[  ] M

[  ] M

al cancer) can

r colorectal 

NCLUSION 

Accept 

High priority 

ication 

Rejection 

Minor revision

Major revision

n be done.

for 

n 

n 


