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et al., PMID: 25342539), which I indicate to the authors to read and perhaps cite. On the 

basis of this paper, which is on gastrointestinal tumors, the Authors should discuss 

potential findigns in applying molecular sequencing also oh the study of mixed 

neoplasms of other organs, inclued larynx. The part on possible/potential therapies 

should be less speculative and more precise, with a better review of the literature on this 

specific topic. The Authors should also write a comment on the issues linked to 

intratumor heterogeneity and the biopsy approach: indeed, in case of small biopsies, 

they cannot always capture the actual nature of such tumor. Please, discuss this point 

adequately. I have seen many grammar errors and the english is not fluent, plse improve 

the use of the language. 
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