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Point 1: There are many redundant data in the text. I suggest the authors to carefully read their paper and remove them. Just one example:
- Lines 97-99: “Although TαTs using mAb vehicles have shown some success in clinical trials, they are limited by complications such as myelosuppression and abnormal liver function [20,21].”
- Lines 177-179: “mAbs” …”can result in off-target toxicity, especially in the liver”. 
Response 1: Thank you for bringing this to our attention. We appreciate the reviewer’s feedback, and as per their suggestion, we have removed redundant text from the manuscript. In addition to the example provided by the reviewer, we have eliminated several sentences that reiterated the advantages of nanobodies in various sections of the text. Some specific examples include the removal of lines 120-122, 183-185, 252-253, 410-411, 432-435, and 512-515.

Point 2: Also, there is a lot of data mentioned both in the text and Table 2. Please keep data in the table and shorten it considerably from the text.

Response 2: We also acknowledge the reviewer’s comment regarding the abundance of data mentioned in both the text and Table 2. To rectify this, we have made significant changes to section “7.1 Nanobody-based Targeted Alpha Therapy” by condensing it considerably, leaving most of the data to be represented in Table 4 (formerly Table 2) in the revised manuscript.

Point 3: Some info in the text could be shortened, as it is well known (e.g., “Full-length Antibodies” etc).

Response 3: Thank you for this suggestion. We have taken the necessary steps to shorten the text. Specifically, we have addressed the sections on “2.1 Full-length Antibodies” and “4. Nanobody Production” to make them more concise. Additionally, during our manuscript review, we identified several lines that could be removed to enhance the overall succinctness of the text. 

Point 4: Please divide “Future perspectives” and “Conclusion” in two separate paragraphs. In “Future perspectives”, please write real ones, not what was already reported and published (references 123-131).

Response 4: As suggested by the reviewer, we have divided the “Future Perspectives” and “Conclusion” sections into two separate paragraphs. We also agree with the reviewer that the future perspectives provided in the original draft were not novel. We have therefore relocated them to a new section titled “9. Considerations for Nanobody-based Targeted Alpha Therapy,” as we felt it important to retain the discussion on the limitations of nanobody-based targeted alpha therapy as it adds value to the manuscript. The revised “Future Perspectives” section now offers a number of novel ideas for the advancement of nanobody-based targeted alpha therapy. 

Point 5: Please insert ongoing studies with Nanobodies, from clinicaltrials.gov, in order to bring more novelties.

Response 5: Thank you for this suggestion. We agree that clinical trials should be included in the manuscript. We have created a new table with clinical trials involving nanobody-based TRNT that are currently recruiting, Table 2.

Point 6: References: please double check them, as some of them are similar (e.g., references 20 and 104). More data from 2023 could be added.

Response 6: We appreciate the reviewer’s attention to detail regarding the references. We have reviewed the the references and have removed the redundant reference. We recognize the importance of including more recent data to enhance the review’s novelty. Consequently, we have added several new sources from 2023, including: Cai et al., Zhao et al., Jiang et al., Zhu et al., Ostuni et al., Li et al., and Hassanzadeh et al.
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