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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

To the authors  The study is well written and the English of the manuscript is very good. The data is 

well presented and the tables and figures are satisfying. The number of patients with duodenal 

carcinomas is significant.  However, the following points need to be adressed:  - The histology of 

the duodenal lesions shows a selection bias toward duodenal carcinoma, possibly due to the fact that 

most patients fro ; this study actually underwent surgical resection. Therefore, it is not likely that this 

study is representative for NADETs. The study is rather conceived to report the diagnostic 

performances of high definition endoscopy and endoscopic biopsies for the diagnosis of non 

ampullary duodenal carcinomas. The authors should rephrase their title in accordance to the findings 

they report ( eg=  Endoscopic and biopsy diagnoses of superficial, nonampullary, duodenal 

adenocarcinoma). - The study was obviously conducted in an expert center: this bias, explaining the 

high diagnostic performances of endoscopic diagnosis, should be mentionned in the discussion. - The  

auhors might explain why they did not use a duodenoscope or an enteroscope  for some of the 

lesions. - The number of biopsies performed should be mentioned, since this factor changes the 

sensitivity of the preoperative histology. - The authors should present the results of a multivariate 

analysis, or explain why they did not do so. 
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