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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This paper raises an important question about the role of adjuvant chemotherapy in rectal cancer.
The structure of the paper is not very clear, because many issues are mixed together. It seems that
authors had no general idea how to present the problem. In the introduction section the questioned
role of adjuvant chemotherapy after neoadjuvant chemoradiotherapy is underlined. However in the
further text, neoadjuvant chemoradiotherapy is mixed with neoadjuvant chemotherapy which is
not the same. The reference no 6 is not properly interpreted on page 1. However properly
interpreted on page 6. The reference no 7 is not properly presented ( reference list), and the
interpretation in the introduction shows that it was falsely cited - wrong conclusion from the
reference. The QUASAR trial is overused and its importance is overestimated. It is impossible to
draw all the conlusions from reference no 12. The role of CT and other imaging techniques is rather
related to neoadjuvant chemoradiotherapy, not neoadjuvant chemotherapy. As well as the problem
of inappropriate LN staging. All of the cited references related to aforementioned problems with
pathological assessment of the LN are about CRT. There is no clear evidence that neoadjuvant
chemotherapy affects the pathological staging of proximal LN. Radiotherapy does not cover this
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field. “Tumor growth fact - alpha” - transforming growth factor alpha should be used. The section

“Novel Therapies” is not about something novel.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

In this article Milinis K, et al, summarized these investigations and discussed their strengths and
weaknesses. The authors gave some critical points that should be focused in the future evaluation on
the efficacy of adjuvant chemoatherapy for rectal cancer, e.g., choosing effective regimes, finding
helpful biomarkers, and proper staging. The article is helpful to both researchers and clinicians.
Minor points 1. A brief introduction about current therapy protocols, for example, neoadjuvant
chemoratherpy/radiotherpy, surgery, adjuvant chemotherapy/radiotherapy, for rectal cancer is
suggested at the very begining of the article. 2. There is a typo in page 5 line 10: A 'j" is missing in
"neoaduvant".
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