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The manuscript needs to be read by a native English speaker to correct the numerous editorial and 
syntactic error that mad e the manuscript uninteresting to read.  Keywords included carcinoid. No 
carcinoid was mentioned in the Abstract.  The Introduction is too shalloow and short. More 
literature review should be added. Authors should qualify the use of tumour, whether benign or 
malignant.  Methods: Statistical methods used should be included in the Methodology.  Discussion: 
Unnecessarily long, with digression from the study conducted.  The study should be contracted into 
a short report.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 
It is an interesting experience.  The manuscript has grammatical and syntactic errors that need to be 
revised by a native English speaker/writer.  The Introduction is too short.  In Results section the 
authors should clarify the pathological characteristics of rectal NETs they treated (benign/malignant, 
G 1-2-3 (ki-67 and mitotic count), angioinvasivity, lymph-nodes, etc.). A table with the rectal NETs 
EUS characteristics (as percentage) could be useful.  Discussion is too long. Furthermore, in  


