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This is an important study with some interesting results and discussion. Below are a few comments that need to be addressed before publication:

1. Methods: Please provide the appropriate Ethics Statement. Approval of the research protocol by an Institutional Reviewer Board needs Registry and the Registration No. 

2. "At a single suburban neurosurgical site in Texas" is not enough. please provide more detailed information
3. Informed Consent:  If applicable, please provide

4. I suggest adding 3-5 keywords after the Abstract

5. Any more detailed information regarding these 72 patients can be added here? What was the age range? What about sex (what was the proportion of male/female?)

6. Acronyms and Abbreviations: 'postoperative' and 'post-op' are both randomly used in the text multiple times. Please define the postoperative term as post-op in the first mention throughout the text (can be defined fully in Abstract and Background the first time (but afterward only use post-op. Please make the text as consistent as possible. Also, all other terms need to be checked like ACDF, VAS, pre-op, etc.

7. "Visual Analogue Scale" and "Visual Analog Scale" are both randomly used and defined as VAS. Please make these consistent throughout the text

8. Reference style is not consistent. Please check them all

9. Figure 1: This should be cited as a Table and not a Figure, please change it to Table 1. Subsequently, change Figure 2 to Figure 1

10. Figure 2 caption needs to be more descriptive. Also, in the same Figure, remove the "Postoperative Complications" on top of the pie chart as this is repetitive (exactly the same as the beginning of the caption). Also, it would be great if the authors could provide a more professionally prepared figure here.

11. Since this is a very short manuscript (communication or letter style), I suggest the authors include more insightful comments. Particularly, at the end of the discussion section, the conclusion of the manuscript should be expanded by adding a few more insightful sentences regarding the future directions and how future studies can be compared and get benefit from this study.

Recommendation: Revisions Required


