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This review paper entited 'Imaging of Bone metastasis - An Update'

includes valuable information

about variable imaging methods on bone metastases. I think this will be interesting for readers.
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The paper review the methods to detect bone metastasis. The paper is well-written and educational.
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Paragraph "Nuclear medicine: ... recent review by Cuccurullo and colleagues[2] (comment2: it may
not be appropriate to refer to a review that for common readers has to be purchased. = Comment2:
“Tc99m-MDP, [18F]-labelled sodium fluoride, Ga-68, iodine-131 , [18F] fluoride, Indium-111
pentetreotide, of F18 FDG” The author confuses with different non-standad nomenclatures, which
is not acceptable. The author should follow IUPAC recommendations, e. g., 99mTc-MDP.
Comment3: it should be pointed out, that SPECT alone or PET alone is not state of the art.
Comment4: it should be pointed out, that all current hybrid imaging devices (SPECT/CT, PET/CT,
and PET/MRISPECT are (semi-) quantivative providing a standardized uptake value. Comment5:
more tumor specific tracers already exist and have not ben mentioned by the author: e. g. 124I-MIBG,
1241, 1231, 131I, 3-deoxy-3-18F-fluorothymidine, = 99mTc-labeled small-molecule inhibitors of
prostate-specific membrane antigen, and so on). For new tracers, the Molecular Imaging and
Contrast Agent Database, MICAD, should be referred, http:/ /www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov. Comment 6:
a number of 18 references is too short for a review paper, e. g. the author should cite the classical
guidelines, such as the NCCN Task Force Report 2013: Bone Health in Cancer Care.
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