
  

1 
 

 

7901 Stoneridge Drive, Suite 501, 
Pleasanton, CA 94588, USA  
Telephone: +1-925-223-8242  
Fax: +1-925-223-8243 
E-mail: bpgoffice@wjgnet.com 
https://www.wjgnet.com 
 

PEER-REVIEW REPORT 
 

Name of journal: World Journal of Gastrointestinal Oncology 

Manuscript NO: 41370 

Title: Comparison of efficacy and safety between standard-dose and modified-dose 

FOLFIRINOX as a first-line treatment of pancreatic cancer 

Reviewer’s code: 02537436 

Reviewer’s country: Japan 

Science editor: Ruo-Yu Ma 

Date sent for review: 2018-08-07 

Date reviewed: 2018-08-16 

Review time: 9 Days 
 

SCIENTIFIC QUALITY LANGUAGE QUALITY CONCLUSION PEER-REVIEWER STATEMENTS 

[  ] Grade A: Excellent 

[ Y] Grade B: Very good 

[  ] Grade C: Good 

[  ] Grade D: Fair 

[  ] Grade E: Do not  

publish 

[ Y] Grade A: Priority publishing 

[  ] Grade B: Minor language  

    polishing 

[  ] Grade C: A great deal of  

language polishing 

[  ] Grade D: Rejection 

[  ] Accept  

(High priority)  

[ Y] Accept 

(General priority) 

[  ] Minor revision 

[  ] Major revision 

[  ] Rejection 

Peer-Review:  

[ Y] Anonymous 

[  ] Onymous 

Peer-reviewer’s expertise on the 

topic of the manuscript: 

[ Y] Advanced 

[  ] General 

[  ] No expertise 

Conflicts-of-Interest:  

[  ] Yes 

[ Y] No 

 
SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 
I have a few minor comments about this manuscript  1) In line 4-5 of results in abstract, 

line 6 in treatment responses and survival of page 9 and line 2 of page 10, author showed 

only adjusted data. I think raw data are more significant than adjusted. Please discribe 
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the unadjusted data of PFS and OS firstly.  2)  In line 2 in treatment characteristics of 

page 9, author mentioned "treatment durations were statistically similar". I think 

statistical analysis showed "no difference between two groups" but "similar". Please 

reconsider statistical interpritation. 
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it's an interesting paper about using modified dose of folfirinox. Results and statistical 

analysis were clear. this result  give a strong conclusion 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 
This paper compares the effects of standard and modified doses of folfirinox used for the 

treatment of pancreatic cancer. The authors examined the efficacy and adverse effects.  

It is a well-presented, retrospective study performed in one institution. I suggest that the 
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authors make sure to point out how this study differs from other studies that have 

compared to the standard and modified doses of these reagents, specifically references 

13 through 17. The limitations of the study are presented on page 12. It would have been 

better to have equal numbers of patients in both groups, as well as a more even gender 

distribution, but this is difficult with respect retrospective studies.  The data and 

statistical tests seem solid.  The authors did find a significant reduction in adverse 

effects with the modified dose.  Minor remark-The syntax is a bit awkward in the first 

and second paragraphs of the discussion and should be reviewed and reworded.  

Example-From manuscript: Therefore, our study could support the necessity of dose 

modification from the initiation of treatment, without compromising treatment efficacy, 

at least in elderly and female patients who have more concerns on treatment-related 

toxicities. Reworded: Therefore, our study supports dose modification from the 

initiation of treatment, without ... 
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