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The authors present us with an interesting article on a relevant topic in spinal surgery. Since anterior and posterior

approaches have their respective indications as well as advantages and disadvantages depending on the pathology, I

believe that more differentiated arguments should be made. Whether and to what extent endoscopic treatment has real

advantages compared to microsurgical techniques is the subject of critical discussion. This should also be mentioned.

Although it is said that the potential risks of the anterior access can be avoided with the posterior approach, the possible

risks of the posterior access are not mentioned, nor that and why the posterior approach is not suitable in many cases.

Some additional references are recommended to substantiate all statements in the manuscript text. 
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