Answer to reviewer
Thank you for your review and valuable input to our manuscript. We hope you will find the new version to be improved and suitable for publication. Below we have listed changes made after receiving your review. Issues raised are listed in order of appearance in the review letter.

1. Regarding completeness and validity of the SweTrau register
Thank you for raising this issue, we have now added a segment regarding the completeness and validity of the SweTrau register. You will find it under the subheading “Study population and the SweTrau register”
Line. 92-99

2. Regarding the definition of major trauma
Thank you for your input. There are a multitude of definitions of major trauma available and no consensus on what definition to use (Thomson et al: Defining major trauma: a literature review). Our solution to this issue has been to not question the decisions regarding inclusion criteria made by the SweTrau registry. However, after your input we have moved the paragraph about the inclusion and exclusion criteria of the registry so that it now follows the paragraph about the emphasis of the register. Hopefully this change will make the focus of the registry clearer for the reader.
Line 82-87

3. Regarding adding the word adult in the title
Thank you for bringing this to our attention. After consideration we have chosen not to change the title, however we have clarified that only adult patients are included in the study both in the abstract and the background sections. We hope that these additions are sufficient. 
Line 35 and 70

4. Regarding a missed word
You are right, and we are very grateful that you brought this to our attention. The small yet so important word “not” has now been added. 
 Line 59

5. Regarding the definition of detailed description of the prevalence
Thank you for pointing this out. The phrasing of our aim was a bit unfortunate and is now slightly changed.
Line 69-70

6. Regarding the definition of NISS
Thank you for requesting this. A paragraph about the calculation of NISS has now been added.
Line 106

7. Regarding AIS classification
Thank you for this feedback. A reference regarding the AIS classification has now been added
Line 104

8. Regarding excluded data
Thank you for your comment. It is correct that 7696 patients did not have any AIS codes. The inclusion criteria to the register do not require any traumatic injuries if the trauma team was activated. The reason for this seemingly unnecessary inclusion in the register is that besides the data presented in this manuscript, the registry also provides information about prehospital data such as transport type and time to hospital. It therefore provides information about all patients that activated the trauma team, both injured and unharmed. We hope that this explanation answers your question. As explaining this issue requires quite a long paragraph and as we do not think that the explanation is crucial to the manuscript, we have not made any changes to the manuscript regarding this issue.


