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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

there are some parts of the text than need to be adressed by the authors : There are a lot of words
not correctly joined (be careful editing the text) the authors should add more information in
certain areas of this report : Methods : It is important the authors point out if the procedure of
rendez vous was carried out in patients with a previously gastrostomy(PEG)-tube or if it would
be possible to do in patients "The Procedure characteristics:" should be included in Methods not

nn

in Results Results:  "The Procedure characteristics:" "... The retrograde puncture of the obstruction
was achieved with a VisiGlide guidewire (Olympus, Tokyo, Japan) in four of six cases" what did
happen with the others two? the authors should explain better the way of puncturing the distal end
of the esophago ; please add tips and tricks of the procedure ...After the first intervention,
nasogastric tubes were inserted in all cases to keep the dilated obstruction open. .. ... only after the
first intervention? ,or after every intervention before it was reached an stablished diameter? ,please
add some more comments  Swallowing success: This paragraph should be improved, because it is
difficult to understand. please summarize this results and try to make them easy to understand.
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"..three of four patients had relevant improvement of swallowing (= Level 3), and two of
those ........ .One patient was PEG-tube dependent with minimal attempts of food or liquid (FOIS
Level 2)".  For instance my summary would be: 3 clinical sucesses with a FOIS score more than 6, 2
pts dying before the authors could draw any conclusion during the follow up, and one pts with a
poor result with a FOIS score of 2 Discussion: ...A correlation has been described between
radiation stricture induction and radiation dose, as well as volume[18]. volume of what? "...The
most difficult part of the antegrade-retrograde rendezvous procedure is to gain access through the
completely obstructed oesophagus.." This part should be better commented and explained in the
Discusion and also in the Methods ."we started all punctures with guide wires (0.035 inch).."

where and how do you puncture?
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Good paper with interesting case report. It is well written and organized.
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