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A flowchart should show the process of choosing patients, the criteria for including or excluding them, and the losses to follow-up. Right now, there is no such chart.

The choice of surgical approach is based on the surgeon's preference and radiological criteria. Multivariable analyses should be used to control for possible selection bias and confounding effects.

The rationale for sample size (power) is inadequate, as the specific effect size for each variable is not clearly delineated.

Since the follow-up period is long (3 months to 1 year), outcome analyses should use a standard time window. Patients who don't reach the 6-month evaluation or drop out must be reported.

There are mistakes in the statistical reporting, such as wrong p-values and only giving p-values without effect sizes and 95% confidence intervals.

The definitions of complications are not clear. For example, "system failure" needs to be clearly defined, and the timing and criteria for UTI, pneumonia, and bedsores should be spelled out.

The descriptions of the figures and tables are not good enough. There are no arrows, scales, or units, and the table titles should be the same.

There is too much focus on causality in the discussion section. The limitations of an observational study should be acknowledged, and interpretations should be kept reasonable.

It is not enough to follow reporting standards, especially STROBE. There are many missing details in "measurement methods, bias control, missing data management," and so on.
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