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This manuscript had been well reviewed . No other comments.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The article by Johnie Rose et al. deals with an hot topic in Gastroenterology: the surveillance in 

patients underwent to colorectal cancer treatments. The authors reviewed studies comparing 

surveillance strategies in order to establish the best follow-up for early detection of recurrent and 

metachronous disease. Interestingly they also discussed whether the reduction of the mortality in 

patients underwent to surveillance depend exclusively on the prevention of CRC related mortality.  

The paper deserve attention because of the importance of the topic.  However the authors should 

carefully notify the selection criteria adopted. Whether the authors did not perform a systematic 

review they should have to justify clearly in the text because they exclude some articles.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

 The article is well written and comprehensive. I also believe that it contains innovative elements that 

give added value to the review by projecting it in the near future.   Mynor comments      - 

Paragraphs "what should colonoscopy role play" and "what are the quality of life implications of CRC 

surveillance?". In these paragraphs the authors repeat things they have previously reported in the 

text. I suggest to condensate these concepts in two lines or to eliminate them.   - In paragraph 

'Balancing the benefits and harms' the authors report of  possible damages induced by colonoscopy 

and/or psychological damages,  but they do not report, in patients long-term survivors, the possible 

damage induced by ionizing radiation.   


