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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Dear Authors, overall the manuscript is good and it is a current topic already widely debated in
Literature, therefore analysis of Literature in some parts of the text had to be more accurate and the
discussion of preoperative risk factors should have been more extensive and detailed. I would
bring to the attention of you some points: 1. The section entitled “ Laparoscopy in CRC of the
elderly” is well structured but the literature research is not recent. References 33, 34, 35, 36 are too
old, there are more recent work on the subject with extensive case studies for example: Takao H, et
al . ” Laparoscopic versus open surgery for colorectal cancer in Elderly patients: a multicenter
matched case-control study” Annals of Surgical Oncology 2015; 22 (6): 2040-2050 Kannan U, et al
“ Laparoscopic vs open partial colectomy in elderly patients : insights from the American College of
Surgeons- National Surgical Quality Improvement Program database” World Journal of
Gastroenterology 2015 dec 7; 21 (45): 12843-12850 Vallribera Valls F, et al. “ Laparoscopic-assisted
versus open colectomy for treatment of colon cancer in the elderly: morbidity and mortality outcomes
in 545 patients” Surgical Endoscopy 2014; 28(12): 3373-3378 2. Why did not you use a summary
tables reporting morbidity, mortality, survival of the various works cited? I think it would be easier
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to understand the real postoperative benefit who undergo treated patients compared to those not
treated. 3. Finally, established that chronological age is not a contraindication to surgery, but
elderly patients inevitably have a higher postoperative morbidity rate, it would have been reasonable
to make a wider discussion on preoperative factors to take into consideration for the terapeutic

decision.
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The current manuscript reviews the role of colorectal cancer surgery in the elderly. The topic is timely

and of importance. The manuscript is -in general- well written and the relevant literature is cited and

discussed. I believe that this is an interesting addition to this topic.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The manuscript concerns the role of surgery for elderly patients with colorectal cancer in a broad
spectrum (from rectal to colon and either metastasized or non metastasized). The relevant
information is present in the manuscript but not always in a clear order. The message of this topic
highlight in itself is clear that age itself should not be a factor that rules out surgery. Concerning
the structure of the article. I would recommend to limit the impact of age section to age related issue
only. For example, comorbidities and emergency surgery issues are addressed here but in more detail
further in the manuscript. I suggest keeping it separate to make it clearer to the readers. Therefore,
the order of the subheadings should be changed. First: age in general (impact of age), guidelines
that pose age related restrictions etc. Second: comorbidities, their incidence in elderly, the relation
with postoperative morbidity /mortality, their role in decision making and outcomes from previous
studies. Third: surgery/emergency surgery/ laparoscopy/palliative surgery/stenting etc. What I'm
also missing in this article are 2 things: 1.Is their a difference between colon cancer and rectal cancer
since the operations and their morbidity/mortality rates are known to be different. Is rectum surgery
as safe in the elderly compared to colon surgery? 2. Have we changed our opinion on the role of
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surgery in the elderly compared to ten years ago, what direction are we heading.
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