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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The manuscript highlighted and described the incidences of VTE in postoperative CRC patients. The study showed how VTE could be a dangerous complication in colorectal surgery. The result of this study could raise awareness of the importance of VTE prophylaxis -- which can be assumed in this study had not been routinely given to the patients in the author’s institute.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes but the authors might consider alternative phrasing like the following:
Incidence and risk factors of postoperative venous thromboembolism in patients undergoing colorectal cancer surgery: a cross-sectional study
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	Yes, the abstract contains all the sections according to IMRAD.
Authors might consider mentioning the OR of each risk factor to emphasize the strength of each factor. The study discusses incidence and risk factors of VTE so the conclusion should emphasize on them. Instead of mentioning how it is “a grave complication”, the authors could conclude the number of VTE in the study (is it a lot or few and how it is compared to prior study) because the main topic is not about the clinical outcome of the VTE patients.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the article is scientifically correct but it still needs some revisions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	They are sufficient however 40% of the references were from >10 years ago. If more recent references are available, the authors should consider citing them instead.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	The English words used are mainly scholarly however some sentences could use further correction.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The writings still require major revisions

No suspection of plagiarism
No, the authors clearly stated that the ethical approval had been obtained
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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