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the introduction as number 1 and then the “Results of immune therapies in PDAC” was
included in the section entitled “Methods” and the outcomes of the clinical trials were
described in a separate section entitled “Results”. The subsections “Reasons why
checkpoint inhibitor (CPI) monotherapies failed to show any activity in PDAC” and
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“Rethink clinical trials” and “Conclusions “ in a section entitled “Conclusions and future
directions”. Minor comments Page 3, Abstract ...allow the idenfication Page 8: “major
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long been thought to physically “impede” T cell infiltration” Page 9: “...which are
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The researchers performed a focused review on immunotherapy modalities in PDAC.
They provide an overview of molecular mechanism of the limited effectiveness of CPI
and other immunotherapies in PDAC, and report on new combination therapies aiming

to tackle the immunosuppressive characteristics of the majority of PDAC.
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Comments The review is well structured and fulfills its main purpose. Either quote or
mention all MMR key genes: MMR machinery is encoded by four key genes (MLH]I,
MSH1, MSH6, PMS2),... Context not very clear: Indeed, recruitment of unspecific
lymphocytes may be driven by CXCL9 and CXLC10 secretion.  Table 1: where
applicable, the arms of the trials should be stated. It should be stated how in practice
‘not good candidate patients” are handled in regard to include or exclude them from
trials: Moreover, patients with heavily pre-treated, progressive, advanced PDAC are not
good candidates for immune therapy..  Should be rephrased: Firstly, tumor
immunogenicity is mandatory an efficient immune response. Typo, idenfication:
identification It should be checked if in certain cases the official journal title

abbreviations were used.
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