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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

I read with interest the mini-review concerning "Methods to increase diagnostic 

efficiency of EUS FNA ..... " Authors summarize evidence for, or against using an 

appropriate needle caliber, ROSE, suction, stylet, contrast enhanced US or needle track 

seeding. However, this evidence cannot be considered new and also those are technical 

means used during every (event the first) EUS fine needle sampling. When discussing 

the increase in diagnostic efficiency, there are other newer topics that need to be 

discussed, such as MOSE (marcroscopic on-site evaluation of the specimen), use of 

elastography in targeting, use of a baloon for example in tumors in the pancreatic neck, 

specimen preparation, coloration and evaluation by a pathologist, or the use of next 

gerenarion sequencing. They mentioned organoids in the discusiion, I think that 

evidence for this new approach should also be elaborated in more detail.  

 


