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The manuscript has the novelty and innovation for the conclusion that using the RAND/UCLA
modified Delphi process, physician experts obtained consensus on the appropriateness of various
medical therapies in unresectable metastatic well-differentiated PNETs.
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General comments: ? There is nothing new in this review article compared to NCCN guideline or
NANETs guideline for W/D PNETs. Since there is not enough evidence for appropriate treatment of
metastatic W/D PNETs until now, physicians refer to expert-based recommendation or slightly
different guidelines for each country. Authors organized the appropriate treatment based on expert
panels; so I would like to say this review article is meaningful. =~ Comments: 1. The
well-differentiation PNETs are classified as G1, G2, and G3 based on 2010 WHO classification.
However, these terms are not used in this paper. Please explain about this. 2. The well-differentiation
PNETs are classified as G1, G2, and G3 based on 2010 WHO classification. However, these terms are
not used in this paper. Please explain about this. 3. Authors mentioned only ‘appropriate” in the result.
It would be great to describe some distinct disagreement in between panels in the discussion.
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