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Good work! further research is still needed to find a definitive answer.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The paper is about the long-term psychological harm of participation in colorectal cancer (CRC)

screening in Norway. In general, the paper is well written and structured. It has several limitations,

which are already addressed in the discussion section.

The authors already published a paper on

the short term outcome following screening for CRC with no psychological harm. Why should it have

an effect on the long term? Please comment on that!




