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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

   The authors present and excellent work. The only limitation of the study is the size of 

the sample analyzed. We understand hat it is a phase I/II study. But the results provided 

by the work would be more informative with a higer number of patients.    
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The manuscript entitled “The prognostic significance of peritoneal metastasis from 

colorectal cancer treated with first-line triplet chemotherapy” reports prognostic 

analyses of peritoneal metastasis in patients treated with triplet chemotherapy. Based on 

their statistical analyses, the authors concluded that peritoneal metastasis in patients 

with metastatic CRC treated with triple chemotherapy does not show any prognostic 

significance. The limitation of the study is that the clinical information was collected 

from only 51 patients. This is a small sample size. However, the authors have discussed 

this limitation in their discussion section and notified the readers. Therefore, it may be 

fine.   

 


