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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Many thanks for asking me to review this narrative review of robotic surgery for rectal prolapse. It is
very well written and gives a concise overview of the topic and of the limitations with the literature.
One minor drawback, which I do not believe should inhibit the manuscripts publication, is the
omission of 2 papers published over the past month or so: Rondelli F et al, Int ] Surg Oct 2014
Mehmood RK et al, Int ] Colorect Dis Sep 2014 The authors may wish to expand their comments on
outcome reporting. For example, they have, like most other authors, focused on recurrence and
"safety" (I assume they mean perioperative complication rates) rather than patient focused outcome
measures such as quality of life, anorectal and / or sexual function. Only one study reported
functional data (as they have noted)which is rather disappointing. This reflects the current published
data rather than any oversight of the authors of this manuscript, but I can't help but feel the authors
have missed the opportunity to highlight the glaringly obvious gap in the available data. Overall
this is a very good paper and I enjoyed reading it. The English language style is superb.




