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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 
This is an interesting case report of a 76-year-old patient with bladder cancer who had 

serious comorbidities. This case report is very well described, and well discussed. This 

case has achieved relapse-free survival. The favorable clinical course and outcome 

suggest that carbon ion radio therapy might allow us to avoid resection and was well 

tolerated with curative outcomes.  Minor comments: 1. Some minor language polishing 

should be corrected. Such as, last sentence of introduction “we present 1 case ofa 

bladder..” should be “we present 1 case of a bladder” 2. The conclusion can be revised. 

The conclusion section should begin from “In summary, the present study shows that 

CIRT…..” and end at “this may lead to a higher probability of achieving tumor control 

with a lower rate of postradiation morbidities.” The “Conclusion” now is repeated, 

please delete it or make a revision. 
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