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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Absrtact ,background: Consider changing the sentence for: Synchronous liver metastasis 

(SLM) is a indicator of poor prognostic for colorectal cancer (CRC). Nearly 50% of 

colorectal cancer (CRC) patients develop hepatic metastasis and 15-25% of these patients 

have synchronous liver metastases (SLM)  Same sentence to be changed in the Core tip  

The final version of the manuscript needs to be re-reviewed by a linguist. There are still 

numerous grammatical errors.  Methods: If I understand correctly, the gold standard 

used to determine whether a patient had disease response or not were the RECIST 

criterias. RECIST criteras are not perfect in Colorectal cancer, especially with mucinous 

tumours where the size of the lesions rarely vary significantly while there can still be a 

pathological evidence of treatment effect. Nothing is said in this article about 

histopathology but adding histopathological evidence of chemotherapy treatment effect 

in deciding if a patient belongs to the DR group or non-DR would be more thorough and 

complimentary to the results of the radiomics analysis.  Table 1.  Please re-calculate 

CA19-9 difference between non-DR and DR and adjust results and discussion. When I 

calculate it myself, there aren’t any significant difference between the two groups 

 


