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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This is a well-written paper on PNET presented as a single-centre retrospective study

analysing differences between small < 2cm and biber >2 cm PNET. The authors have

made an excellent introduction and provided background on PNET issues. Methods are

well-described and appropriate for this type of study. Results are well-presented in

tables and graphs., and they are easy to read and understand. The discussion is

well-balanced, discussing literature data and own results. Limitations are stated,

showing that the authors critically revised their own work. Please add the reference for

the following statement...In recent years, there has been a significant increase in the

diagnosis of tumors smaller than 2 cm in countries like the United States. I recommend

this manuscript for publication.




