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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This paper is interesting and confirms the results of PFS objectified in the Phase III studies;  -major 

criticisms:  However, there 's no information about the average doses of  chemotherapy received 

and about bevacizumab monotherapy continued after chemotherapy per patient.  Indeed, the fact of 

continuing the XELOX  bevacizumab schedule followed by monotherapy bevacizumab until disease 

progression is not a standard treatment and these data are important.  we don't have any data about 

the later lines of treatment: TML strategy ? anti-EGFR therapy?  -minor criticism  the discussion is a 

bit short on the therapeutic approach in 1st line
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The authors confirm previous results on the positive outcome of bevacizumab/XELOX combination 

treatment in patients with locally advanced or metastatic colorectal cancer in Italy. This is a 

meaningful research. However, there are some shortcomings of this study, which are outlined below. 

1.  The authors only provided the 95% CI of each outcome, please add the P value as well. 2.  Please 

add some contents to introduce the included drugs in the passage of “Treatment”. 3. In the passage of 

“Treatment” the authors mentioned “Second line chemotherapy was at the investigator's discretion”, 

it remains suspicious whether this will affect the results of this study. 4. The limitation of this 

manuscript is the lack of control group. The authors compared all results with previous studies, 

however, it would be more reasonable to compare a control group with conventional treatments in 

Italy. 5. The total number of “Site of metastases” in table 1 is not 197 or 205. The authors should check 

these numbers. 
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