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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

ESPS Manuscript 19510 This is a review paper on Pelvic radiation therapy. The manuscript is well

written and presents in a clear way the advantages (delight) and the disadvantages (disaster) of RT.

The only comment for the authors if they can present more extensively in a subheading the damage

on the pelvic nerves and how they can affect the functionality of the anorectum.
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Crucial point for decision making is the risk-benefit ratio for the patient. Benefit should be prolonged

survival, the risk a low rate of PRD, and all this in relation to the options of alternatives. The PRD is

of great importance, however has to be put into the context, whether it is worth to take the risk, or

whether it is possible to reduce the risk, or to treat the complications?

“Three times as many people

survive cancer than 30 years ago largely as a result of the increasingly potent, multi-modality

treatment regimes.” What was the benefit, how long was the improvement?
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