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The authors conduct a review of 38 pts treated with Ruxilitinib for SR a or c GVHD. The

doses were bid or qd and low. They report an encouraging very high response rate,

except for Scleroderma changes. The report is irb approved, well organized, well

written and contributes more information on this agent in this setting. It is not novel as

the agent is approved in many countries for this use already. Further, there is concern

on how dosing was chosen because the PK of the agent means it should be given BID

and not QD unless you are about to discontinue use. Be that as it may, the results are

encouraging.
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1. Why were patients receiving other concomitant treatments for GVHD excluded?

Ruxolitinib indication is not only as monotherapy. These patients could be included and

sub-group analysis would indicate if concomitant treatment affected survival. 2. The

authors report that ruxolitinib was administered as "add-on" treatment. This

contra-indicates inclusion criteria. 3. Survival and cumulative incidence analysis should

be also performed 4. Why was the follow-up so short? 5. Was ruxolitinib offered as

second-line treatment after steroids in all patients? Which was the dose of steroids

administered? 6. The discussion need to be shorter and to-the-point
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