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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
It is not novel findings because of review article. But this manuscript has the quite

quality. The authors defined sarcopenia using skeletal muscle mass assessed by

imaging examination and not evaluation of muscle quality for example using grip

strength. This is not true diagnosis as sarcopenia. The title of this article should be

revised as "The relation between skeletal muscle volume and prognosis in rectal cancer

patients undergoing neoadjuvant therapy".
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
I would suggest to include a flowchart about how studies were selected to this review

Please, make the conclusion shorter and more focused on the findings from this study
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