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participants), identify the most effective approach for pancreatic cancer : surgery with
adjuvant CT.
The work is very interesting because is this is the first network meta-analysis comparing
surgery alone, neoadjuvant chemotherapy (CT), neoadjuvant chemoradiotherapy (CRT),
adjuvant CT and adjuvant CRT. Surgery with adjuvant CT has better survival compared
with surgery alone and surgery with adjuvant CRT The authors should give more details
about figure 1 and figure 3. Results are exhaustively described. English language is

overall good. Minor revision of the article is need.
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This is a large and powerful meta-analysis of adjuvant/neoadjuvant chemotherapy &

chemoradiotherapy in the treatment of pancreatic cancer. There have been differing

views expressed and demonstrated over recent years as to the best approach but this




7041 Koll Center Parkway, Suite

B a 1 S h ld e n g 160, Pleasanton, CA 94566, USA
. L Telephone: +1-925-223-8242

P u b ll s h 1 n g Fax: +1-925-223-8243

3“ 'i Sh 'i deng ® G rou p E-mail: bpgoffice@wjgnet.com

https:/ /www.wjgnet.com

meta-analysis has allowed a certain degree of clarity to be applied. It appears that
adjuvant chemotherapy is better than alternate approaches and this should allow
researchers to concentrate on the best adjuvant chemotherapy regimes rather than
continue to muddy the water with further neoadjuvant approaches and additional
readiotherapy. There are a few things that are not made clear in the study and that
should be addressed. This study refers only to 'resectable' pancreatic adenocarcinoma
and borderline of conventionally irresectable but downstaging therapies are not
addressed. Also the included studies are largely external beam radiotherapy and not
some of the more highly targeted radiotherapy that are now available. the authors
should clarify these points. In addition there are some grammatical errors that would

need editorial input before final publication.
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