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CompulsoryREVISION comments

1. Isthe manuscript important for scientific community?
(Pleasewritefewsentencesonthismanuscript)

2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable?
(Ifnotplease suggestanalternative title)

3. Isthe abstract of the article comprehensive?

5. Doyouthink the manuscript is scientifically correct?
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have

form.

4. Aresubsections andstructure of the manuscript appropriate?

suggestionofadditionalreferences,pleasementioninthe review

(Apartfromabovementioned6points,reviewersarefreetoprovide additional

suggestions/comments)

1. (itsasinglecentreretrospectiveanalysisof8-monthsdatasoreproducibilityislow. Language
of manuscript body is poor)

2.Yes

3. No(Methodologyandresult-orientedconclusoryremarksmissing)All29-patients
underwent MIS TLIF so title may be modified accordingly

4. Notuptomark of journal.May be askedtorevise grammar andsyntax.

5. Yes,beingaretrospectiveauditofsurgicalmanagementthearticleisscientifically
correct but adding nothing to known facts.

6. Yes

MinorREVISION comments

communications?

1l.Islanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitableforscholarly

Yes, May be asked to revise grammar and syntax. In abstract authors writes “The results of
recentlypublishedseriesarereported”Ibelieveauthorsshouldfocusontheirmethodsandresults.
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Optional/Generalcomments

| would like to congratulate the authors for starting MIS TLIF in their department.As the
methodologyshowsthatnocomparisonhasbeenmadewithnon-MISpatients,authorsmayavoid using “ benefit”
word in conclusion.

Thelines"Allpatientsbenefitedfrompriormedicaltreatmentwithfailure™Surgicaltreatmentwas required in all
patients in our study, using the minimally invasive transforaminal interbody fusion method.” | request
authors to highlight indications of TLIF and why a decision was made for not using PLIF so that readers
should learn from article.

When the authors writes “Therapeutic management of spondylolisthesis includes a medical,
orthopedicandsurgicalcomponent.”,whatorthopedicmanagementisneededmaybehighlighted. Further,
authors write “The aim was above all to eliminate the painful symptoms and the neurological deficit” but
result section should show a paragraph on improvement in neurological deficit.

Finally the authors have concluded that “The determining factor in determining the indication for
surgeryisthefailureofmedicalandorthopedictreatmentandthepersistenceorevenworseningof the symptoms.
but there are some radiological parameters and selective patients for TLIF.
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