Dear Editor,

Thanks for providing us with this great opportunity to submit a revised version of our
manuscript. We appreciate the detailed and constructive comments provided by the
reviewers. We have revised the manuscript, highlighting our revisions in red, as
detailed in the document “Checklist for Authors to Revise a Manuscript”. We also
have attached point-by-point responses detailing how we have revised the manuscript

in response to the reviewers' comments below.

Reviewer #05322345:

This study entitled “The Pattern of Colorectal Surgery and Long-term Survival: 10-year
Experience from a Single Center” seems to have been generally well executed and
written. Furthermore, I believe that this paper will be of great interest to the readers.
However, I have a few remarks that require authors attention, and a few suggestions to

further improve the quality of this work.

Keywords Consider some additional MeSH keywords to readers easier identify your
research.

Response:

In order to facilitate easier identification of our research by readers, we have
supplemented our study with the incorporation of the following Mesh keywords:
Humans, Colorectal Surgery, Follow-Up Studies, Colorectal Neoplasms, Surgeons,

Hospitals, Demography, China.

Introduction Expand your Introduction. Please state the clear hypothesis of your study
at the end of Introduction.
Response:

We have supplemented the introduction section and proposed our hypothesis at the end,



as the purpose of this retrospective study is to evaluate and compare the effect of

surgeon specialization on survival changes and minimal invasive surgery utilization.

Methods In the first sentence please add an information was the study population
investigated prospective or retrospective. Please state in the Methods did you enroll the
patients who receive radiotherapy or chemotherapy prior or following the surgery. If
yes, please in the Discussion how it effects your study findings as this issue could
represent a major limitation of the current work. Statistical methods please insert into
the subsection Statistical Analysis. Why the sample size calculation was not performed?
Response:

In the first sentence of the Methods section, we stated that this is a retrospective study.
Additionally, this study enrolled patients with colorectal cancer undergoing initial
surgery, including those who had received neoadjuvant therapy. The patients with stage
IV metastatic CRC are recommended to undergo multidisciplinary team (MDT)
treatment in China. Colorectal surgeons are more inclined to implement MDT treatment
than general surgeons. The patients with stage IV metastatic CRC are recommended to
undergo multidisciplinary team (MDT) treatment in China. Colorectal surgeons are
more inclined to implement MDT treatment than general surgeons.

To standardize the manuscript, we inserted the statistical methods into the statistical
analysis section. As a retrospective single-center cohort study, the data for our research
were sourced from Zhongshan Hospital CRC database. Based on predetermined
inclusion and exclusion criteria, we aimed to select as many eligible patients as possible

for the study, hence sample size calculation was not conducted.

Discussion Taking into the account the amount of the participants in the current
research a significant number of different surgeons that operated these patients probably
represent a significant limitation of your study, and therefore should be listed in the
study limitations.

Response:



Thank you for your valuable suggestions. Indeed, this is one of the limitations of our
study, as variations among a substantial number of diverse surgeons may impede

generalizability.

Thank you for your consideration and further review of our manuscript. Please do not

hesitate to contact us with any further questions or recommendations.

Yours Sincerely,

Jianmin Xu



