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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 
This study demonstrated the anal uptake of FDG and therapeutic intervention 

retrospectively. Although this is an important analysis on how to address the incidental 

anal uptake of FDG, I think there are some points that need to be explained more clearly.  

Comment 1 The comparison of the patients who were offered treatment and those who 

were not is the main point of this article. Therefore, it is important to describe more 

clearly the rationale for and the definition of offering treatment. Was the decision to offer 

treatment decided only on the diagnosis and its severity? Are there any considerations 

about the patient’s preference or prognosis that need to be taken into account?   

Comment 2 The final diagnoses of the examined patients should be listed and compared 

between the patients who were offered treatment and those who were not. I think it is 

more important to detect neoplastic lesions than benign hemorrhoids.  Comment 3 The 

patients who were offered treatment appear to have been symptomatic more frequently 

than the patients who were not offered treatment. I think it is important to detect 

patients who should be offered treatment among asymptomatic patients. Among the 29 

asymptomatic patients, were there any differences in FDG up-take between the patients 

who were offered treatment and those who were not? Please consider multivariate 

analysis, including FDG uptake and symptoms as factors affecting the offering of 

treatment. 
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