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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This study analyses the pathological outcomes following neo adjuvant chemo radiation and tries to correlate with the clinical characteristics. The study contributes to the existing body of evidence on clinicopathological outcomes of neoadjuvant chemoradiation in patients with rectal carcinoma. The study is an audit on the outcome of neoadjuvant chemoradiation in patients with rectal carcinoma at the institution, which may help in optimization of multidisciplinary management in rectal cancer.
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The difference in pathological response according to the treatment technique used is to be mentioned in the results, rather than in conclusions.
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	As per table 1,  the number of patients with complete response is 11 and those with partial response is 27, whereas, it is mentioned as 12 and 26 respectively in the text and abstract. Please correct the same.
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