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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
This manuscript presents an overview of the relatively rare tumor group of soft tissue

sarcomas and their clinical management. Additional attention for these rare tumors is

necessary to improve our understanding of the biological origins of the disease and

develop more effective treatment options. As such, this is a timely review that, however,

could benefit from a more in-depth discussion on new emerging techniques like liquid

biopsies. See my remarks below. Major Comments: 1. Abstract - Please provide a

more structured abstract. 2. Abstract - The use of liquid biopsies is mentioned briefly

but their significance for sarcoma diagnosis and treatment is not sufficiently explained in

the text (see e.g. Page 6, line 26-27). Please elaborate in the main text. 3.Some paragraphs

consist of only a few sentences preventing easy reading. Perhaps these small paragraphs

can be merged with large ones. Please check. 4. Page 5, last line – It reads “…until

the opposite will be confirmed by imaging.” It is unclear how the benign – malignant

designation can be unequivocally confirmed on the basis of imaging alone. It seems that

pathological examination of a biopsy is also necessary. Please rephrase. Similarly, can

ultrasound with certainty determine whether a lesion is benign? 5. Can the authors more
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clearly indicate where – in their expert opinion - steps can be made in the diagnosis,

management and treatment of soft tissue sarcomas and when/how biopsies come into

play. Minor Comments 1. Page 4, line 12 – The text now states “…to avoid

misdiagnosis in up to 30% of cases.” better should be “…to avoid misdiagnosis which

can occur in up to 30% of cases.” Please check and correct. 2. Page 5, line 3 –

“…improving the results” better is “…improving the treatment”. Is that what is meant?

3. Page 5, line 18 – Does “..improved the outcome” not better reflect what the authors

try to convey? Please check and correct. 4. Page 6, line 13 – “heterogenicity” should be

“heterogeneity”, please correct. 5. Page 8, line 10-11 – If a frozen section for diagnosis is

not recommended, what is recommended? Please specify.
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