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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

In this study, the authors presented a unique case of a large cell high-grade colonic neuroendocrine 

carcinomas (NECs) of ascending colon that was identified during a routine colonoscopic surveillance, 

due to its coexistence with a tubular adenoma (TA).  The authors concluded that the co-existence of 

TA with high grade-NEC in this case allowed early identification and intervention of the otherwise 

asymptomatic but aggressive tumor. The finding of a high-grade NEC within a large TA in this case 

suggested a link between the two lesions and could represent a shared stem cell origin.  Comments 

This is an interesting case report. The manuscript is well-written. The reviewer has some minor 

concerns as follows: 1. The images in Figure 1 are really unclear; especially in A, there is nothing 

under arrow. 2. The description for Figure 3A and 3B in the Results is lacking. 

mailto:bpgoffice@wjgnet.com

