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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
This is an instructing case report that TAGRISSO side effect was ameliorated by Erlotinib

and cabozantinib. Though the mechanistic basis will not be validated by this n=1 study,

but the experience are very informative for the community. If the CT image at the day

74, when the side effects appeared, are available it would be helpful. Many people

believe the patients having severe side effects usually have better tumor response to the

drug. The legends about CT may be better using Day xx th instead of real May 29 or Aug

23. The explanations on Fig 2 A,B, C,D are not cited in the main text. What is the

difference of A,C and B,D.


