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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
This is a retrospective analysis of a group of patients with colorectal cancer who
underwent adjuvant treatment with and without celecoxib, in which cytoplasmic
IDO1/COX2 co-expression was found to be an independent biomarker. I have the

following questions and comments:

1. How was the sample size chosen? 2. How were

patients with rectal tumors managed? Didn't they receive neodadjuvant therapy? 3. The
TNM staging for colon and rectal tumors should not be aggregated. Results of rectal
tumor staging should be provided. 4. Were al 62 survivors tumor-free at their last visit? 5.
What was the follow-up protocol? 6. How many patients were not included in this study
because of either tissue or follow-up data were missing?
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Very interesting study. After some minor language revision, it can be published.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Overall, the manuscript is well written. Comments: 1 Results of rectal tumor staging
should be provided. And the TNM staging for colon and rectal tumors should not be
aggregated. 2 Some minor language polishing should be revised.




