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This manuscript is generally OK but I have some suggestions. 1. How to remove the

influence of different treatment schemes before or after operation. 2. “Factors affecting

OS in univariate analysis (P < 0.20) were included”. Why select the range of P < 0.20. The

corresponding reference is not proved. 3. 286 patients were randomly assigned to a

primary training cohort and an internal validation cohort. It is not described the

randomized manner.
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In some cancers, TNM staging remains sufficient for both prognosis and treatment

selection. Esophageal cancer is also in this group. This study has been a valuable study

that will contribute to the literature.
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