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This paper submitted by Vienna et al, investigated the potential clinical interest of 

FOLFOXIRI in treating patients with advanced PDAC. The topic was interesting and the 

paper was well written. However, there were some minor language mistakes. Please 

check and correct all the mistakes. 
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Dear author,  The manuscript entitled “FOLFOXIRI versus FOLFIRINOX as first-line 

chemotherapy in patients with advanced pancreatic cancer: a population –based cohort 

study” is well written.  Comments, 1. What is the important limitation of the study? The 

author should clearly state in the last paragraph of the discussion.  2. The number of the 

population in this study had enough power to analyze the difference between two groups 

or not? 3. What is the author’s suggestion for the future study? For example, do we need 

the further well-designed RCT study between two regimens in advanced pancreatic 

cancer? 
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