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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The authors made an excellent review on the properties of polymeric micelles that make 

them promising drug delivery systems for colorectal cancer treatment and their 

application in colorectal cancer chemotherapy, gene therapy, as well as in combination 

cancer chemotherapy. However, there are a few issues that need the authors to be 

further demonstrated.  1.It is highly recommended that the authors elaborate more 

details on the mechanism and mode of action of the polymeric micelles system on cancer, 

or even explain it as a separate paragraph, better to be supplemented by necessary 

diagrams. 2. Are there any ongoing registered clinical trials about polymeric micelles 

and their application in CRC? If so, it is recommended that the authors make necessary 

summaries and comments. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Very interesting paper reviewing the aplication of this novel tecnology to deliver 

chemoterapeutics agent and molecules for treating colorectal cancer  
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 I am sending my review .   1 Title. Does the title reflect the main subject/hypothesis of 

the manuscript? Yes  2. Abstract. Does the abstract summarize and reflect the work 

described in the manuscript? Yes  3 Key words. Do the key words reflect the focus of 

the manuscript?    Yes   4 Background. Does the manuscript adequately describe the 

background, present status and significance of the study? Yes      5 Methods. Does the 

manuscript describe methods (e.g., experiments, data analysis, surveys, and clinical 

trials, etc.) in adequate detail? No . There is no explanation for  criteria of literature 

search   6 Results. Are the research objectives achieved by the experiments used in this 

study? What are the contributions that the study has made for research progress in this 

field?  There is no clear explanation, but this is the  mini review   7 Discussion. Does 

the manuscript interpret the findings adequately and appropriately, highlighting the key 

points concisely, clearly and logically? Mainly   Are the findings and their 

applicability/relevance to the literature stated in a clear and definite manner? Yes Is the 

discussion accurate and does it discuss the paper’s scientific significance and/or 

relevance to clinical practice sufficiently? The studies analyzed  are mainy animal and 

on xenograft models, and their clinical  relevance  have  not been confirmed.   8 

Illustrations and tables. Are the figures, diagrams and tables sufficient, good quality and 

appropriately illustrative of the paper contents? Do figures require labeling with arrows, 

asterisks etc., better legends? There is no tables and illustration, but the presence of 

tables could improve  clarity of the article   9 Biostatistics. Does the manuscript meet 

the requirements of biostatistics?  There is no statistic   10 Units. Does the manuscript 

meet the requirements of use of SI units?  Yes   11 References. Does the manuscript 

cite appropriately the latest, important and authoritative references in the introduction 
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