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Content to be reviewed

Does the manuscript’s content fall within the scope of

the journal? Yes

Is there any Key Word that is not included in the

manuscript title? No

Do authors’ affiliations correspond to the content of the

manuscript? Yes

Does the Abstract contain the contents of each part of

the manuscript (IMRaD)? Yes

Are the Key Words complete? Yes
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Is the content of the Introduction adequate? Yes

Is the content of the Materials and Methods complete?

Yes

Is the description of the experiments clear and

complete? Yes

Are the experimental data presented in the

manuscript’s biostatistics content reliable? Yes

Are the experimental data of the Results true and

reliable? Yes

Are the quality and resolution of the images up to

standard? Yes

Do the selection and design of the figures and tables

follow the principles of necessity and clarity? Yes

Is there any duplication between various parts of the

manuscript and between the main text and the content

presented in the figures and tables? Not Applicable

Are the figures and tables numbered consecutively in

the order in which they appear in the manuscript? Yes

Is the content of the Discussion reasonable? Yes

Are all references necessary and reasonable? Yes

Is the Conclusion reasonable? Yes

Do authors omit important references? No

Are all references related to the topic of the

manuscript? Yes

Do authors only cite their own earlier publications? No

Is the manuscript’s text correct, concise, and clear? Yes

Will the manuscript’s content be of interest to readers?

Yes

Are additional experiments needed for the study? No

Does the research scope comply with ethics? Yes
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Scientific quality Grade C (Good)

Novelty of this manuscript Grade C (Good)

Creativity or innovation of this

manuscript
Grade C (Good)

Scientific significance of the conclusion

in this manuscript
Grade C (Good)

Language quality Grade C (Good)

Does this manuscript describe a study of

the existing knowledge system?
Yes

Does this manuscript report a

revolutionary innovation?
No

Does this manuscript report an

unconventional innovation?
No

Conclusion Minor revision
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
This is a well-written and timely editorial that addresses an important and evolving

topic in gastroenterology: the management of intermediate-sized rectal neuroendocrine

tumors (rNETs). The authors synthesize recent evidence, highlight inconsistencies across

international guidelines, and advocate for precision, mechanism-driven decision-making.

The manuscript is clear, logically structured, and supported by recent and relevant

references. It will likely be of interest to both clinicians and researchers.

Major Strengths
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- Relevance and Novelty:

The topic is clinically significant, especially given the ongoing debate regarding the

optimal treatment of 1–2 cm rNETs. The discussion around guideline discrepancies and

the push toward individualized management is highly relevant.

- Comprehensive Literature Integration:

The manuscript effectively incorporates recent studies, meta-analyses, and guideline

updates (e.g., ENETS, JNETS, NCCN, CSCO), providing a broad and balanced overview.

- Clarity of Argumentation:

The authors present a clear narrative moving from current controversies to future

perspectives, making the piece easy to follow.

- Future Outlook:

The emphasis on molecular profiling, precision medicine, and novel therapeutic

strategies (e.g., PRRT, immunotherapy) adds depth and forward-looking value.

To take in consideration:

- Editorial vs. Review Balance:

While the article is positioned as an editorial, some sections read more like a narrative

review. The authors could emphasize their own perspective and critical commentary

more explicitly to maintain the editorial focus.

- Critical Appraisal of Evidence:

Although recent studies are well summarized, there is limited discussion of their

limitations (e.g., retrospective design, small sample sizes, lack of long-term prospective

validation). A more critical tone would strengthen the piece.

- Overlaps and Redundancy:

Some sections reiterate similar points (e.g., size-based controversy, MDT importance).

Streamlining these could enhance readability.

- Global Equity Considerations:
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The discussion focuses mainly on guidelines and techniques from high-resource settings.

Addressing access disparities (e.g., limited availability of ESD or PRRT in low- and

middle-income countries) would broaden the manuscript’s global relevance.

My recommendation: Minor Revision

This manuscript makes a valuable contribution and should be suitable for publication

after addressing the concerns above, particularly emphasizing the editorial voice,

critically appraising the cited evidence, and streamlining the presentation.
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