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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

By analyzing the recent published findings on the diagnostic, prognostic, and predictive 

potential for PC of biomarkers identified in liquid biopsies, you conclude that liquid 

biopsies offer major opportunities to improve the screening, treatment guidance, and 

follow-up of cancer patients in general and patients with PC in particular. I have some 

reservations about this issue. First, the assessment of liquid biopsies are not practicable 

enough in PC and should be performed in systematic reviews.  Second, I’m wondering 

the evaluation criteria for liquid biopsies in PC was not much enough. Also I 

recommend that you give a final polish to your typography and language expression to 

keep your view as concise as possible. Abbreviations should be used in the main text as 

they have been listed at above.  Over all, your aforementioned review contains a lot of 

information. Readers will find this paper beneficial and informative 

 


