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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 
I think this is an interesting topic becoming of most interest in the field of ultraradical 

primary surgery in rectal cancer. The study stresses the dificulties odf balancing risks 

and benefits in term of survival well. The series is short and probably heterogeneous as 
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data camefrom  numerous Hospitals even though those Institutions were recruiting 

patients under the requirements  of the Spanish Viking project study. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 
The authors present a study about pelvic exenteration in patients with locally advanced 

primary rectal cancer. The data originate from a prospective national register which was 

retrospectively analysed. There were 82 patients included in the study of whom 64 who 
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underwent pelvic exenteration before 2013 and had therefore a long-term follow up. The 

article is well written and present a descriptive overview over this important area in 

colorectal surgery. Few minor issues are listed below: Introduction: The first paragraph 

presents some information about ColoRectal cancer incidence and survival rates. I 

would suggest to limit this paragraph to rectal cancer only which is the subject of the 

study. The incidence, survival and management of locally advanced rectal cancer then 

should be stated. Method:  Well-designed study Results: R+ resections increased local 

recurrence (HR 5.58 95% CI 1.04-30.07 p=0.04) this is very wide confidence of interval, I 

wonder if the HR is still significant? Please, comment on this. In page 11 the authors 

mention “Quality of mesorectum according was classified as “good” in 74% of patients” 

what classification the authors are referring to? Discussion As the authors stated, pelvic 

exenteration is a complex procedure with a high rate of postoperative complications. A 

few lines about quality of life after pelvic exenteration would be useful so the reader can 

understand the delicate balance of surgical decision making in patients with locally 

advanced primary rectal cancer. The section about limitations of the study is very good 

and the authors recommendations to interpret results with caution, is well placed. 
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