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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This manuscript conducted a observational study on the relationship between the 

dynamic change of CEA, Ca 19-9，inflammation-based indices and the response of 

chemotherapy in patients with advanced colorectal cancer，in order to replacing part of 

CT examinations. To some extent, this study is innovative, and the results obtained have 

certain clinical practicability. There are number of concerns with this report: Point 1: 

There is no abstract in the report.  Point 2: P3 line7: “The exclusion criteria were age <18, 

resectable metastatic disease, patients unsuitable for RECIST 1.1 evaluation”, is not 

necessary, because these criteria are indicated indirectly by the inclusion criteria 

mentioned above.  Point 3: P3 line26: “Stable disease (SD) was defined as disease that 

did not meet the PD or PR criteria” shoud be “Stable disease (SD) was defined as disease 

that neither meet the PD nor PR criteria”.  Point 4: P6 line 2: For the first time UNL 

appears, please specify full name.  Point 5: P7 line 13：”was obtained for CEA (0.842, 

p<0,01)”, the comma should be changed to a decimal point. There are many similar 

errors in this article, please pay attention to the modification  Point 6: In the note of 

Table 3：“** p>0.01” contradicts the text “p＜0.01”.  Point 7: P9：Incorrect abbreviation in 

last paragraph:“the objective response rate (RR), the progression-free survival (PFS) rate, 

and the overall survival rate (ORR) in several studies.”  Point 8: P12 line18：“In our 

study, a CEA cut-off value of 60.85% with 100% Se and 35.7% Sp avoided 25% of CT 

control examinations in unresectable mCRC patients undergoing chemotherapy.” The 

cut-off value “60.85%” is inconsistent with Table 4 “-60.85%”.  Point 9: What effect do 

different chemotherapy regimens have on tumor marker cut-off? Does the author 

consider an analysis? 
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