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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

In this work, the authors mainly compared Gandhi et al’ s work with previous related 

literatures, pointing out the similar and controversial results with their predictive panel 

of four immune markers. The authors also suggested a new application for the panel and 

proposed the potentially important marker that may promote Gandhi et al’ s work. 

However, there exists some concerns in this manuscript. Most of the similar and 

controversial results from previous literatures proposed in this manuscript have been 

discussed in Gandhi et al’ s article. For example, Gandhi et al. have discussed Adams et 

al. ’s and Zhai et al. ‘s studies focused on kynurenine and attributed the contradict 

between their studies to the small number of patients. Therefore, they performed the 

analysis based on a relatively larger cohort.  The previous literatures the authors 

mentioned in the manuscript were mainly based on glioblastomas, while most of the 

patients in Gandhi et al. ‘s study were astrocytic and oligo-component, which have 

different biological behaviors with glioblastomas. Besides, one of the applications for 

Gandhi et al. ’s panel is to differentiate patients of the IDH wt/mut status. The authors 

may need to supple related literatures to give a comprehensive comment to Gandhi et 

al. ’s work. The new application the authors suggested for Gandhi et al. ’s panel to 

differentiate tumor progression from radiation necrosis and the potentially important 

molecules IL-33 they proposed may be meaningful promotion for Gandhi et al’ s work. 

But these hypotheses still lack statistical data to support.  The title of the manuscript 

may need to be more specific. 
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