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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

1. Is there any pregnant patient in this group? 2. How to help those patients who were 

asymptomatic diagnose PA? 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The manuscript is well written, with language and grammar accurate and appropriate. 

The topic is of interest considering the importance of a precise preoperative localization 

of Pas for assuring a successful surgical treatment.  I have some comments that could be 

considered to improve the manuscript: 1.  title Respectfully I have  a concern about the 

title. After reading the manuscript I think you made a description of the outcome of 

surgical treatment of PA in a cohort of 140 patients. You could consider it.    2. 

Abstract  Its ok.  3. Key words No concern.  4. Background -Add which is the rate 

( in %) if failures in surgery for PA. -Add which are the current diagnostic test for PA 

and their diagnostic performance in terms of sensitivity, specificity and refer which is 

the best tool; please also review the importance of the biochemical test and which are the  

most  relevant for the diagnostic approach of PA. -It is not clear which is the purpose of 

your review. Certainly you will describe the characteristics of a PA cohort, but what for? 

Is the focus of your review to show the surgical success rate of your cohort and compare 

it with the published data?.  5. Results The results reflect the characteristics of the 

studied cohort and are aligned to the descriptive purpose of the study. The lesion 

position paragraph could be improved if you add a correlation between the findings in 

the different diagnostic tools and the lesions position. Please describe  the diagnostic 

performance of the different imaging tools detecting ectopic PAs.  6.Discussion Please 

start the discussion part  with the paragraph that summarize your most relevant results. 

Because preoperative analysis is crucial for an accurate diagnostic approach, use your 

results to be compared with the written evidence and give a recommendation for 

studying PAs in a cost/effective setting; it is not correct to suggest to use the complete 
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armamentarium of imaging tools.  Please add some concepts about new perspectives 

regarding to Choline-PET for undetected PA with the regular imaging tools.  Table 3. 

The right term to define the results is positive detection rate; the term sensitivity implies 

the measure of the variables in a 2x2 table ( true positives, false negatives etc) 

 


