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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The letter is exceptionally well-structured and professionally composed, offering a 

balanced and insightful critique of the original multicenter study. The authors begin by 

appropriately acknowledging the significance of the research—particularly its focus on 
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short-term mortality in CRC patients within the ICU, a topic of considerable clinical 

relevance given the increasing prevalence of cancer-related critical care admissions. They 

rightly highlight the originality of the study in being the first to provide multicenter data 

on 90-day mortality in this patient population, which substantially strengthens the 

generalizability of the findings compared to single-center reports. 

    What distinguishes this letter is its constructive approach: rather than merely 

identifying limitations, the authors propose three specific and clinically meaningful 

refinements that could enhance the utility and precision of the original research. First, 

they suggest a more detailed stratification of chemotherapy history—including regimens, 

phases (neoadjuvant versus adjuvant), and timing relative to ICU admission—which 

could reveal nuanced risk profiles that are currently overlooked. Second, they 

recommend an attribution analysis of ICU admission causes, such as postoperative 

complications, treatment-related toxicities, or disease progression, which would help 

clinicians better anticipate and prevent critical deteriorations. Third, and perhaps most 

innovatively, they advocate for the integration of CRC-specific biomarkers—such as 

CEA levels, TNM staging, or even molecular subtypes—into established ICU prognostic 

scores like APACHE II or SOFA. This could significantly improve predictive accuracy 

and support more individualized clinical decision-making. 

     Each argument is thoroughly supported by current and relevant literature, 

demonstrating both scholarly rigor and a clear understanding of ongoing discourses in 

oncology and critical care. The authors successfully bridge translational gaps between 

general ICU scoring systems and cancer-specific prognostic factors, thereby adding 

value to the original study without undermining its contributions. Overall, the letter is 

not only methodologically sound but also offers practical recommendations that could 

inspire future research directions. It unquestionably meets the standards for publication 

and would be a valuable addition to the journal. 


