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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The original findings of this manuscript was that " There was no difference in the 

classification of colorectal cancer between Japan and western countries." The method 

and conclusion were very simple, but they were not dadequately described. The 

manuscript was not well organized. A lot of language and grammar was not accurate 

and appropriate.  
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Dear Sir/Mme, I read with interest your Manuscript: "Classification of rectal cancer 

according to recurrence types - Comparison of Japanese guidelines and Western 

guidelines". First of all, I congratulate you for the effort you gave for this study. Some 

remarks, should be conducted to further improve your work. 1) The objectives 

mentioned in the abstract are not consistent with the title and the rest of the article, 

although these objectives are well explained in the main text. The comparison with colon 

cancer must also be mentioned in the abstractas as an objective of the study, as it is in the 

main text. 2) The right colon normally includes the cecum, the ascending colon, the 

hepatic flexure and the right transverse colon. The left colon normally includes the left 

transverse colon, the splenic flexure and the sigmoid. The junction between the right 

colon and the left colon is located opposite the middle colonic artery. The right colon and 

the left colon are two different anatomical entities, with different vascularization, 

different molecular biology and different long-term behavior. In your study, you 

considered left transverse colon as right colon, which may distort your result. So I think 

the comparison between these different segments, as you have defined it, invalid. But it 

remains so by comparing the rectum versus the colon. 3) There are a few typos to correct 

(repeated words) 

 


