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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
I congratulate you authors who performed a well-constructed review on the issue of

management of obstructed colorectal carcinoma in an emergency setting. I think the

paper is well written and will attract the readers of this journal. I want to provide a

suggestion to Figure 2. Would you please list the clinical factors that should be

considered in the choice among the three kinds of management?
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This review summarizes the management of acute obstruction of colorectal cancer.

However, the innovation of the paper is obviously insufficient.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Pavlidis et al. have made a nice review for the management of colorectal cancer with

obstruction presentation. The paper was well written and provided necessary

information for scientific community. Major concern: 1. The management options shown

in Figure 2 are not very clear, it was recommend to be revised. 2. The discussion in

section of “Other general considerations” was confusing, it was unclear what kind of

considerations should keep in mind for the management of obstruction. 3. Are there any

survival data for 2 cycles of preoperative chemotherapy for stenting as a bridge to

surgery for ref. 72. 4. Some data which have presented in Table 1 could be refined in the

paper. 5. Specific data would be presented in Table 2 and 3 rather than the word

description such as better, similar or equivalent. 6. An additional table that summarized

the advantages and disadvantages of tubing and stenting would be appreciated. 7. The

summary for prognostic factors for the patients was chaos, I recommend the authors

deleted some ref. like 114, 117.
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