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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
In this prospective article, the authors attempted to investigate the significance of serum

carcinoembryonic antigen in patients with metastatic breast cancer. Although the article

has high scientific quality and language quality, several minor flows need to be

improved before publication. Minor Comments: 1. Article format, spacing, punctuation

marks, spelling errors, abbreviations, frequencies and percentages should be reviewed

wholly. 2. All tables should be reviewed, and modified appropriately as required. 3.

Authors need to supplement recent references published in the last 5 years (A total of 13

references are cited, including 2 references published in the last 5 years).
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In this study, the authors found that elevated post-treatment S.CEA levels were

associated with disease progression and poor response to therapy in breast cancer.

Responders had significant fall in Serum CEA level but that was clinically significant in

luminal breast cancer type. CEA is a broad-spectrum tumor biomarker with a

diagnostic sensitivity of about 20% in breast cancer. Indicators of individual breast

cancer tumor markers do not appear to be ideal. Breast cancer tumor markers are not

suitable for the early diagnosis of breast cancer, but they play an irreplaceable role in the

evaluation of prognosis and monitoring of recurrence and metastasis of breast cancer.

Why not consider to combine it with other potential biomarkers, like cfDNA content?

There are two reasons why CEA is elevated: one is caused by the tumor, and the other is

that inflammatory factors also cause the elevation of CEA. So it's important to exclude

inflammatory factor to design this project.. Generally, CEA value greater than 5.0 is

considered positive, while in this paper, a value higher than 3.8 is considered positive.

What is the basis for this? Another question is the number of patients. Due to the

small sample size in this experiment, the significance of statistical results is affected. It is

suggested to expand the sample results and re-analyze the results, which may be more

reliable.
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