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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Overall, I think the article provides a comprehensive overview of the circumstances for this particular 

treatment protocol. It would be a stronger paper if future directions were more implicitly specified, 

and if the unpublished data used to support proactive management at Medstar Washington Cancer 

Institute were somehow made available to interested parties. I am not sure that Figure 1 provides 

much in the way of relevant information to the paper.  


