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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Well done and well researched retrospective study. Almost certainly, this effort will initiate

controversy, and launch prospective studies to evaluate your conclusions.
how the resolution will turn out, I congratulate you for raising the issue!

Although I am not sure
Edward L. Bradley III
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Well prepared and conducted retrospective study for the postoperative nutrition and energy
management. Although it is controversial, this study well demonstrates EEN+PN may have more
postoperative complications compared with TPN after PD procedure. It is hard to say which is better
because of lack of RCT, this study is a good start to remind surgeons of pay more attention to the
postoperative management.




