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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This is well written review about Single port laparoscopic colon resection.   All the referrences are 

up to date.  My critics: Figure is not clear. Author can replace it with a clear one.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

a very relevant article that should bring into focus the various issues pertaining single incision 

laparoscopic surgeries.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Most surgeons who took this approach up abandoned doing it routinely. There are few advantages 

and some reports suggest more pain. There has yet to be a good randomized trial. It is hard to see 

how 2-3 5 mm ports add much to the risk. Indeed it overcomes the challenges of single port surgery. 

Therefore, the authors should write from a more balanced perspective. 
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