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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The authors addressed an anatomical problem that is important in the surgical approach. 

I will make a few suggestions to make the article more interesting. 1. Introduction: The 

type of rectal cancer operations and the importance of pelvic measurements in these 

operations should be explained in more detail. 2. Introduction: The shortcomings of the 

studies summarized as 1-5 should be given in more detail. 3. Introduction: Data 

regarding the number of patients and methodology of the findings should be extracted 4. 

Discussion: In the first paragraphs, only gynecological operations were mentioned, but 

the study actually deals with rectal operations. The discussion should be expanded in 

this direction. 5. Discussion: Study limitations should be presented. In particular, it 

appears that intraobserver and interobserver variability were not studied during the 

measurements. This should be explained or added to the limitations.  

 


