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To the editor,

We read with great interest the study by Karita and col-

leagues [1] on the efficacy of caffeine-potentiated chemo-

therapy in clear cell sarcoma. The authors are to be

congratulated for publishing promising data on a rare dis-

ease. However, several points should be clarified for the

benefit of readers. The response rate to chemotherapy

cannot be assessed in the adjuvant setting. The quoted

study by Kuiper et al. [2] did not report a response rate of

25% (1 out of 4 patients), as these investigators treated 3

patients with adjuvant chemotherapy. Furthermore, the

authors state that chemotherapy has ‘‘little impact’’ on

survival with overall survival rates of 55–68%. No com-

ment can be made on the effect on survival of adjuvant

chemotherapy from these retrospective studies and case

reports in such a rare disease.

The authors state that ‘‘it is generally thought that che-

motherapy results in poor response and survival’’ in clear

cell sarcoma, but do not reference this statement. In a series

of twenty-four patients with locally advanced and meta-

static clear cell sarcoma, the response rate to chemotherapy

was 4%, the median progression-free survival was

11 weeks (95% CI 3–20 weeks), and the median overall

survival was 39 weeks (95% CI 34–45 weeks) [3].

Although response rate is not a perfect end point, the cri-

teria used should be quoted correctly. The authors state that

RECIST defines a partial response as more than 50% tumor

shrinkage [1]; in fact, a partial response is defined as a

shrinkage of [30%, progressive disease is an increase of

[20%, and stable disease is a decrease of B30% or an

increase of B20%.

The authors have performed a promising study, and their

results should be confirmed in larger prospective trials.

Improvements in the management of rare diseases such as

clear cell sarcoma can only come through international

collaboration.
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