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It is so pleasing to reduce the patients' suffering and improve their lifestyle with
thaldomide, but there are some issues which I need to clarify and explain more with
authours; # 1 In the present illness, there is a lot of information which does not need to
be  demonstrated, so focus on findings which are related to
CCS(Cronkhite-Canada-Syndrom) syndrome, such as having alopecia or abdominal pain
more about his diarrhea (like having a healthy period, increasing or decreasing factors,
color, etc.) # 2 It's better to sate his smoking consumption in packs per year. # 3 Is
there any information about the ANA or IgG in your lab data? and also calculate the
calcium correction amount. # 4 How did the patient consume the thalidomide single
dose or in divided dosage? # 51 was confused about the gastroenteroscopy findings
because I think they should be compared with macroscopic and microscopic

differentiation. # 6 Clarify the rate of microscopic magnification in figure 3.




