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Authors presented manuscript titled "Massive NGS Data Analysis Reveals Hundreds Of Potential Novel Gene 
Fusions in Human Cell Lines", and they analyzed 935 RNA-Seq data from CCLE repository to find putative 
gene fusion events by three bionformatics software - FusionCatcher, EricScript, Tophat-Fusion.I have 
acessed the online database and have major question as below.First, one of software is giving *too many* 
fusion events compared with the other two. It means either one of software is giving incorrect results. 
Whatever the results are, if they are giving more than 10 times bigger reults than other software, it means 
it is not acceptable. There are a tons of software for this purpose - finding fusion genes. Authors need to be 
very careful when choosing some of them because detecting fusion events from RNA-Seq require very 
sophisticated optimization and filtering process as well as long calculation time. Authors need to do 
additional filtering steps for results from EricScript. Otherwise users will suspect something wrong with the 
final dataset.Second, p.4 line 18. Data Statistics and Validation section. Instead of overall statistics, 95% 
overlap with previously known cancer gene, please give how exactly it can detect experimentally validated 
fusion events from individual cell lines.Finally, web-server is just showing calculation results from three 
software. If one browses that database, he/she can only get information which software is giving this 
results. But no novel intuitions or dataming from each content.Thank you for our huge work, but readers 
need at least one scientific intuition or improvement from them. And, the database is very slow due to 
heavy use of javascript (I don't know exactly what WWW techniques are used). I think the database itself is 
not that big, and it could be improved. 
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