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Compulsory REVISION
comments

Why was this trial undertaken when results of phase 3 trials are
already available on use of neoadjuvant chemotherapy followed
by CCRT in NPC?

What dose of radiation was actually delivered to the patient as in
the abstract it is written 60 + 14 Gy to primary and in the text is
written 70 Gy at one place and 60 + 10-14 Gy at another place
within the manuscript. The actual dose given should be detailed
in the text.

What was the time interval between neo-adjuvant chemotherapy
and the start of CCRT?

There is no mention of whether ethical clearance was taken
before beginning the trail.

What happened to the 3 patients who did not achieve complete
response after treatment?

Statement “Adding taxanes to cisplatin and 5-fluorouracil (TPF
regimen) prior to radiation therapy or CCRT has resulted in
significantly improved overall survival in patients with head and
neck squamous cell carcinoma excluding NPC” is not correct as
previous trials have shown similar results in NPC.

What was the reason for excluding keratinising squamous cell
carcinoma from the current trial?

The toxicities, especially the mucositis, dermatitis and
xerostomia, have been reported to be much less than similar
trials reported in the past. Did the authors try to find the reason
for this.

Minor REVISION comments

The English and grammar is very poor and needs extensive revision.

Optional/General comments
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