
I congratulate the authors for implementing the suggestions in their manuscript. I believe the 

manuscript is now concise and prepared for publishing. 

A) This should take the authors only a few minutes to correct: 

1. At the end of the second paragraph in discussion: »However, other experimental studies 

indicated that local surgery could substantially reduce overall tumor burden and 

improved immunologic response to cancer by inducing immune suppression and 

restoring immunocompetence [22-23].« 

a. Please see the comment in the first review again. This statement is still 

incorrect. I would suggest writing something like: “However, other experimental 

studies in the murine model indicated that substantially reducing the overall 

tumor burden with local surgery leads to improved survival. This could be 

explained by the primary tumor’s suppression of the immune response and its 

removal leading to restored immunocompetence.” 

2. Figure 4c: Replace "Solitary bone metastasis" with "bone-only metastases". 

3. Table 4: Replace "Solitary bone metastasis" with "bone-only metastases", in two places. 

 

B) This might as well be my misunderstanding of the presented data. I only ask the authors to 

recheck the numbers before publishing to be sure everything is in order. 

a. According to figure 1 there were 13034 cases before propensity score matching and 

4538 after (2269 in each of the breast-surgery and no-surgery group). However, the 

numbers in the presented tables don’t add up. 

i. Table 2. Highlighted is the example, but all the numbers in the table should 

be rechecked. 

1. The n numbers should be the same for BCSS and OS as these were 

analysed in the same group of patients. 

2. These numbers do not add up. For example, the sum of the two 

highlighted numbers is 7433 below BCSS and 7949 below OS, but 

there should be 13034 cases according to figure 1. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



ii. Table 3. Highlighted is the example, but all the numbers in the table should 

be rechecked. 

1. The n numbers should be the same for BCSS and OS as these were 

analysed in the same group of patients. 

2. These numbers do not add up. For example, the sum of the two 

highlighted numbers is 2438 below BCSS and 2603 below OS, but 

there should be 4538 cases according to figure 1. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

iii. Table 5. Highlighted is the example, but all the numbers in the table should 

be rechecked. According to the manuscript there should be 2269 patients in 

the breast-surgery group after propensity score matching. 

1. The n numbers should be the same for BCSS and OS as these were 

analysed in the same group of patients. 

2. These numbers do not add up. For example, the sum of the two 

highlighted numbers is 1086 below BCSS and 1171 below OS, but 

there should be 2269 cases. 

 

 


