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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

It is important to establish good NEC cell line.  Major comments 1. The authors must 

clarify definition of the name of HROC57. Is it the name of cell line or resected tissue or 

both ? What is HROC57 B cell line ? 2. The authors must explain why they selected 
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HCT116, which is adenocarcinoma but not NEC, as control in Figure 1 ? 3. They should 

show results of CD26, CD29, CD73, and CD166 in Figure 2. 4. Although they wrote 

results of immunohistochemistry only in Table 1, they must show those pictures in 

Figure. 5. Discussion is too much long. They should shorten this section. 6. They wrote 

“Actual chemotherapeutic regimen for the treatment of advanced NEC consists of a 

combination of etoposide and cisplatin but results are very poor” in the first paragraph 

of Discussion. However, they wrote “HROC57 showed a high sensitivity towards 

etoposide and cisplatin with a distinct increase of sensitivity after combination of 

cisplatin and etoposide (Figure 4)”.  Thus, this cell line might not reflect the nature of 

NEC. 
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