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Very small interventions are required for language. Use dots in common abbreviations, for instance
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The manuscript by Fung et al. is a well written and carefully prepared review on the problems that
arise with biomarker studies in human subjects. Specifically, three topics are covered: (i) biomarker
stability under different storage conditions, (ii) cohort composition and controls, and (iii) analytical
variables associated with commercially available reagents. The authors focus on their own area of
expertise, IGFBP2, and also MMP9. I have one major concern (though I know that this is an invited
review and authors were more or less free to decide what they write about): Is this review really
interesting to the readers of the World Journal of Gastroenterology? There is “colorectal cancer” in
the title, but does this review really deal with colorectal cancer? A “topic highlight” is a collection of
different clinically interesting and relevant papers focusing on a specific topic, here colorectal cancer.
Thus, I would expect more information on the current status of biomarkers in the early detection (or
perhaps even follow-up) of colorectal cancers: shall we use them and if so, which biomarkers shall we
use; you talk about 30 FDA-approved biomarkers, but you do not mention them, which are relevant
for CRC? What are their pros and cons, sensitivity, specificity, PPV, NPV etc. Thus, I am a bit
disappointed that the review, in its present form, is more or less technical, thereby “bypassing” the
interests of the readers of the journal. But as the review is currently rather short and does only
include about 50% of the number of references that should be included and discussed in a “topic
highlight”, I believe that there is enough space and the authors can add some more “state of the art”
information on the value of biomarkers in CRC. One very small minor comment: You introduce the
abbreviation CRC in the abstract, but this abbreviation has to be introduced also in the body of the
text, i.e. in the first sentence of the introduction.




