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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
The title includes pelvic radiotherapy, but the authors only mentioned pelvic

radiotherapy in locally advanced rectal cancer under this title. They presented

chemotherapy and surgery as a clear treatment option for locally advanced rectal cancer,

but the group that can be treated with chemotherapy and surgery alone is still very

limited in the guidelines. In order not to give the wrong message to the reader, I think it

would be a more accurate message if the patient group was defined as, for example, if

the response to chemotherapy is >20%, there is a surgery option without RT. In addition,

immunotherapy is recommended in some groups for rectal cancer, but this issue is not

mentioned at all. The table is not understandable, it should be edited. Additionally, p

values for the studies should be given.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
The authors made a careful summary of evidence supporting the neoadjuvant systemic

therapy without radiation. Sofar, no solid data has been achieved that only

chemotherapy could take the place of chemoradiation, especially in locally advanced

diseases (such as mrMRF+, or N2, or EMVI+).
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