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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

A well done and well performed study. Interesting and certainly can be replicated in family medicine 

residency training programmes
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Although this is interesting research, further clarifications and improvements need to be made and 

this paper will need further review. Please use acronym ‘CRC’ in sentences consistently.  In the 

introduction section, previous studies addressing relationship between doctor’s post graduate year 

level of training and CRC screening rates in patients should be reviewed and summarized more 

specifically on the manuscript.  Importance of this study is unclear and should be more emphasized 

in the introduction section.  Limitations of this study should be described in the discussion section. 

As the author mentioned on the manuscript, study sample was skewed in ethnic groups and in age 

groups, which may affect significant differences among ethnic groups and age groups in the result 

section. 
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