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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Current status and future directions of Targeted Peptide Receptor Radionuclide PET

Imaging and Therapy of GEP-NETs World Journal of Gastroenterology Minor

comments Abstract: 1.In the word well differentiated, hyphen should be placed. 2.In

the last sentence, no need of comma after the word development. Background: 1.In the

second line comma should be placed (body, which) 2.In 2nd paragraph omit the which

is (which is based on) 3.In the last paragraph of the background, add comma (in this

paper,) DOTATATE PET Imaging 1.In first sentence replace the word which by that.

2.Replace (The first imaging agents) by (The earlier imaging agents) Technique

1.Replace (prior to) by (Before) 2.Replace the word same by exact Normal

Biodistribution 1.Use the suitable article before unbound 2.Remove comma after

variable (variable,) Imaging Performance 1.Replace “a very low” by “ a deficient”

2.Replace the sentence “Another cause of false negatives, as seen in all of PET imaging,

may arise from small lesions that are below PET resolution” by “Another cause of false

negatives, as seen in PET imaging, may arise from small lesions below PET resolution”

3.Replace “extremely high” by “highly” 4.Replace the sentence “Very small lesions can

be readily visualized in both phantom and patient clinical studies if the background

activity is low” by “Small lesions can be readily visualized in phantom and patient

clinical studies if the background activity is low” Role in Evaluation and Value in

Management 1.Replace “evaluation of” by “evaluating” 2.“111In pentetreotide and to

CT or MR is well established” omit “to” 64Cu DOTATATE 1.Replace “compare to” by

“than” 2.Replace “contribute to improved” by “improve” 3.Replace the sentence
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“Finally, pre-clinical studies of new investigational agents, such as 55Co DOTATATE,

are showing the potential for yet further improvements in tumor uptake and image

contrast when compared to currently approved agents” by “Finally, preclinical studies

of new investigational agents, such as 55Co DOTATATE, show the potential for further

improvements in tumor uptake and image contrast compared to currently approved

agents”
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Dear Authors, Congratulations with your well written review article regarding

GEP-nets. I only have some minor revisions. Kind regards,
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