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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 
Review of manuscript “Mitomycin C and Capecitabine: An Additional Option as an 

Advanced Line Therapy in Patients with Metastatic Colorectal Cancer. A Retrospective 

Analysis”:  -      The first sentence of the abstract (“In recent years, survival with 

metastatic colorectal cancer (mCRC) has improved significantly, due to better 

management and new treatment options. “) is not suitable for the context of the 

manuscript. If the goal of this manuscript has already been achieved, then what is the 

need to do this research?  - In this study, MMC/capecitabine was used as the third or 

subsequent line of treatment. Has the previous administration of different drugs not 

affected the effectiveness of this treatment regimen? It seems to be appropriate to do a 

multivariate analysis to answer this question. - The authors did not mention surgery in 

the studied patients. Is the effectiveness of the studied drugs related to previous surgery?  

- This study examined data from patients over a large span of time (2006-2020). The 

quality of patient care may have been different at different times. Does this not affect the 

study of authors? Can the authors examine their study in two time periods? - The 

analysis methods are not well described in the manuscript. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 
We congratulate the authors for giving us an insight into the potential for 

MMC/capecitabine as third or further line of treatment in mCRC. In your retrospective 

study, mCRC patients received MMC/capecitabine after at least two previous lines of 

standard chemotherapy for metastatic disease., which has been prospective or 

retrospective evaluated in some literatures. There are also several shortcomings: 1) This 

study was a retrospective study and could not guarantee mCRC patient homogeneity 

prior to the enrollment in this study. 2) It is important to further help clinicians 

accurately judge the tumor characteristics after previous lines of standard chemotherapy 

prior to enrollment. Your reference documentation is not comprehensive enough. I also 

recommend that you give a final polish to your writing to keep your message as concise 

as possible. 
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