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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This minireview tried to present a comprehensive overview on the relationship between microbiota
and colorectal cancer (CRC), and also emphasized the possible scope of this understanding in the
development of future therapeutics. The authors mentioned about the possible underlying
mechanisms of conversion of procarcinogens to carcinogens. The basic understanding of the
relationship between microbiota and CRC would be important for better prediction, prevention and
treatment of CRC. The topic of this minireview is quite appropriate for this journal and title
accurately reflects the content of the review. However, the review has omitted some major issues that
need to be addressed. Major comments: 1. The relation between the Apc gene, intestinal polyps and
CRC is well-established. The authors must discuss about the micribiota changes in Apcmin/+ mice
and also patients suffering from hereditary intestinal polyposis. Some major articles published in this
regard are not referred to in the review (for eg, Cell. 2014 Jul 17;158(2):288-99.; Cell Host Microbe.
2013 Aug 14;14(2):207-15.). 2. The role of microbiota metabolites in CRC development is not discussed
in the review. 3. The authors should take care of the appropriateness of the reference cited against
any specific information. For exmple, Reference number '3', Gueimonde M. et al..... cited against
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second paragraph of the Introduction doesn't fit against the given information. Ref 80 in Table 1 is not
related to CRC. 4. Under the subsection "Factors influencing gastrointestinal microbiota" only the
impact of diet on modulation of microbiota and its influence in tumour development with limited
information is discussed. Authors should either narrow down the subsection title to 'diet' or include
other factors like Xenobiotics, age etc. Moreover, dietary compounds have both positive and negative
impacts on the composition of gut microbiota and cancer progression. Authors should discuss both
positive and negative impact of different dietary compounds like nondigestible carbohydrates,
proteins, fats, phytochemicals etc. preferably in tabular form with their impact on host microbiota
and the reported underlying mechanisms. 5. 'Figure 1' should be more informative and clearly
understandable. Author should outline the factors lead to dysbiosis and then the consequences of
dysbiosis on alteration of physiological and immunological system of host, which actually play a
crucial role in the conversion of procarcinogens to carcinogens. 6. Incorporating a section on the
impact of the manipulation of the microbiota using Probiotics, Prebiotics on the development of CRC
would improve the quality of the review. 7. Authors have mentioned "SLC5A and GPR109A the two
major receptors of butyrate...", which is not true. SLC5A is a butyrate transporter, whereas GPR109A
is a butyrate receptor. Minor comments: 1. Authors should follow the recommended guidelines to

write the Binomial names of the species.
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