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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

SUMMARY  This manuscript is a review of colorectal cancer screening protocols 

around the world. This is a well-written article with good information.   MAJOR 

COMMENTS/REVISIONS  - Given that this is a review article, there should be no 

section labeled as “Methods”.  MINOR COMMENTS/REVISIONS  - None
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The present manuscript analyzed and summarized different CRC screening programs 

worldwide. The manuscript is very informative and well written. This reviewer has only 

minor comments. 1. In abstracts, similar phrase (e.g., Women were more apt to 

participate in screening programs, but men showed higher rates of positive test results) 

was repeated, and need to be concise. 2. On Page 15, Updated article regarding 

participation rates for CRC screening in South Korea has recently been published (Suh M, 

et al. Cancer Res Treat 2016 Nov 11 [Epub ahead of print]). 
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