Reviewer’s report
Title: Canadian Men's Perspectives About Active Surveillance in Prostate Cancer: Need for
guidance and resources
Version: 0 Date: 15 Apr 2017
Reviewer: Alejandro Rodriguez
Reviewer’s report:
The authors should be congratulated on this descriptive qualitative study regarding Canadian
Men on active surveillance for Prostate Cancer.

Minor issues:
1. Title: The authors could make the title more attractive to the reader. I would suggest based on
their results and conclusions the following: Canadian men's perspective about active surveillance
in prostate cancer: Present need for guidance and resources.
2. Abstract: On the background section - the authors should either re-do the this section or reword it. The first three paragraphs of the background are objectives.
On Results - Even though the manuscript is a descriptive analysis, I think the reader
would have a better idea of the degree of concerns if we could qualify in percentages the results,
somehow. For example, conversation with their doctor ....was cited as key influences in their
decision ...in 90% of cases, etc. etc.
Conclusions - We know this. Any other supportive tools at this time that could
influence the guidance and decision making?

Major Issues:
Results: Even though the study is a descriptive qualitative one, we should have some percents at
least in results, to give the reader an estimated idea of the responses.

Discussion:
I think that the findings in this manuscript are very well known to the urology community.
Having said this, this manuscript proofs it. Now, the most important thing is what are we doing
at this moment in time in our practices that could influence decision making to submit patients to
a biopsy, or to therapy versus active surveillance after diagnosis. This should be clearly
explained in the discussion.

The authors should include in the discussion section a summary of newer resources and tools that
can prevent doing unnecessary biopsies in patients that do not need to be submitted to such
procedures (example: 4K score, multi parametric Prostate MRI). They should also discuss about
decision making analysis with objective parameters such as genetic counseling in patients with
family history of prostate cancer (example: Counsyl comprehensive panel studies, genetic
patterns). Biomarkers such as Prolaris and Oncotype DX should be also mentioned to discuss
about tools that can actually help in decision making after the diagnosis of prostate cancer. Are
these tools available in Canada? Are they covered by public or private insurances?
Are the methods appropriate and well described?
If not, please specify what is required in your comments to the authors.
Yes
Does the work include the necessary controls?
If not, please specify which controls are required in your comments to the authors.
Unable to assess
Are the conclusions drawn adequately supported by the data shown?
If not, please explain in your comments to the authors.
Yes
Are you able to assess any statistics in the manuscript or would you recommend an
additional statistical review?
If an additional statistical review is recommended, please specify what aspects require further
assessment in your comments to the editors.
Not relevant to this manuscript
Quality of written English
Please indicate the quality of language in the manuscript:
Needs some language corrections before being published
Declaration of competing interests
Please complete a declaration of competing interests, considering the following questions:
1. Have you in the past five years received reimbursements, fees, funding, or salary from an
organisation that may in any way gain or lose financially from the publication of this
manuscript, either now or in the future?
2. Do you hold any stocks or shares in an organisation that may in any way gain or lose
financially from the publication of this manuscript, either now or in the future?

3. Do you hold or are you currently applying for any patents relating to the content of the
manuscript?
4. Have you received reimbursements, fees, funding, or salary from an organization that
holds or has applied for patents relating to the content of the manuscript?
5. Do you have any other financial competing interests?
6. Do you have any non-financial competing interests in relation to this paper?
If you can answer no to all of the above, write 'I declare that I have no competing interests'
below. If your reply is yes to any, please give details below.
I declare that I have no competing interests
I agree to the open peer review policy of the journal. I understand that my name will be included
on my report to the authors and, if the manuscript is accepted for publication, my named report
including any attachments I upload will be posted on the website along with the authors'
responses. I agree for my report to be made available under an Open Access Creative Commons
CC-BY license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/). I understand that any comments
which I do not wish to be included in my named report can be included as confidential comments
to the editors, which will not be published.
I agree to the open peer review policy of the journal

