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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Thank you for the oppurtinity to review this. As a whole, I do not think there are major areas of

concern.  Minor points 1. You should set out the outline from the start e.g. we will discuss

rehabiliatation, ERA etc. As it stands, it is very difficult to anticipate what the authors are going to

discuss next, and gives the impression of poor organisation 2. The paragraphing is poor. There are

multiple sections where at least 3 prahgraphs are required tto divide discussion 3. I would perhaps

have organised the paper a little differently, but this is not major criticism.

All in all, a good effort.

I would be grateful if you could provide an outline at the beginning, desribing in order the topics you

wish to discuss. Split your discussions into shorter paragraphs. Althought the review is overly long, I

can see reason to include most of this
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This literature review analysis and summary 143 references, and draw a conclusion that personalized

care for the patient is the true essence of Medicine. Sufficient evidence and rational argumentation

are the highlights of this article.
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The authors have excellent submission with very good points of clinical interests regarding geriatric

consideration of CRC surgery. However, the current title is personalized surgical management of

colorectal cancer in the elderly population, but the contents were somewhat mixing together of two

points of views, geriatirc consideration and personalized medicine.

Therefore, the current review

should be reorganized into three part, one is periatric consideration focusing, the second

personalized medicine aspect, and lastly, as seen in title of talk, two points imparting clinical

implication in this point of view. Second point is that though the authors subcagorized under the

suntitles, but the contents within is somewhat looking general. Describe the core point of opinion as

well as reference review consistent with subtitle, current is too diffuse.




