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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This manuscript aims to systematically review the end points of 28 prospective clinical trials of 

chemotherapy and/or radiotherapy in hormonal-refractory prostate cancer. The main texts of the 

manuscript are 7 tables. But unfortunately, the author did not define the data in some tables very 

well, which will make readers confused. For example, what do the numbers in Result Column stand 

for in Table 5 and 6? Do they represent months or years? Why are the number expressions different 

in same column? What does "1" in the last column "Line" mean? The authors need to explain the data 

in the table to readers, not simply show readers the trial names and numbers.   In addition, there is 

no clear conclusion at the end of the manuscript.   The manuscript is not very well written. There 

are some language usage or grammar errors.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The authors performed an interesting systematic review of the various endpoints used in clinical 

trials of metastatic castration-resistant prostate cancer.   Below are my specific comments on the 

manuscript:  1.There are multiple errors throughout the manuscript related to grammar, syntax, 

word choice and sentence construction. The manuscript needs to be edited by a native English 

speaker familiar with the subject and/or with proof-reading of scientific manuscripts. As it currently 

stands, the manuscript can be quite difficult to understand  2. The authors state that they extracted 

data from two databases: PubMed and MEDLINE. I was under the impression that PubMed 

(http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/) includes all of the MEDLINE database as one of its 

subsets? Thus, a PubMed search should generate all the references that one could find in MEDLINE.    

3. In the methods section, the authors should provide more detail on how data were extracted from 

the studies e.g. was this process performed by only one of the investigators or did two or all three of 

the investigators independently collect data that were later compared and reconciled?   4. In 

addition, the authors should also describe in the methods section any processes used for obtaining 

and confirming data from investigators.   5. In the discussion section, the authors should discuss 

any potential limitations of their systematic review (e.g. reporting bias and/or incomplete retrieval of 

identified research) 
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

No comments. Good work. 


