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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 
Authors evaluate the expression of Bcl-xL, Bak and Bax proteins in correlation with particular 
clinicohistopathological parameters, including tumour invasion front, in patients with colorectal 
cancer, and demonstarate that a low expression of Bax and Bak proteins is related with the 
localization of the tumour in the rectum, and a positive expression of Bax protein also correlates with 
the presence of cancer cell infiltration to lymph and blood vessels, which may suggest the 
participation of this protein in early stages of colorectal cancer progression. Moreover, a positive 
expression of Bcl-xL protein correlated with a positive expression of Bak protein. They conclude that 
a greater participation of Bcl-xL protein in the inhibiting of the proapoptotic Bak protein but not Bax 
protein.   This manuscript is very interesting and provides the novel evidences.  Just some minor 
comments: 1. page 8, line 2, porapoptosis? 2. “According to the authors” should change to scientific 
documentation. 3. Discussion is too long. 


