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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Authors in this study has performed a retrospective analysis of the efficacy of EUS-FNA

using push and pull methods for pancreatic head cancer. The manuscript is well written.

Authors should elaborate in the method section the definition of malignant or adequate
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samples on cytology, the cytologic «criteria for reporting of FNA samples.
Authors have used FNA needles and FNB needles like the acquire, there is some data
that FNB might require less passes and increase the yield of samples. Authors should
also compare FNA and FNB needles used in both groups. Total time required for the
procedure can also be compared. Also elaborate the results section of the manuscript.
Few minor comments: Reported diagnostic accuracy of EUS-FNA for solid pancreatic
lesions can be as high as 97% depending on the type of hospital as shown in the study,
Comparison of the outcomes of endoscopic ultrasound based on community hospital

versus tertiary academic center settings, Digestive diseases and sciences 59 (8),

1925-1930).
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This is clearly written and has an important message.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Comments: This is a well conducted and well written manuscript. 1-“Diagnosis by
histology of EUS-FNA specimens” terminology is not correct. It will be better to use the

terminology “Diagnosis by cytology of EUS-FNA specimens”. 2-Please mention about
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the preperation of cytologic specimen ( Which fixative, which stain, number of slides,
did they prepare cell block? Did they use immunocytochemistry?) 4-It will be better to

add a cytopathologist to author list.
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