Report 1_Comment and Reply
This manuscript clinically reported on the skeletal muscle index (SMI) in patients with neuroendocrine neoplasms (NENs). It is relatively unique as an article in Nutrients. There are two results: One is Figure 2, which probably shows no relationship (without statistical analysis) between SMI and the time of diagnosis. The other is Table 2, which shows that NENs with sarcopenia-like SMI have exocrine pancreatic insufficiency (EPI), carcinoid syndrome, and weight loss.
[bookmark: _Hlk170915934]I’m wondering what the difference is between “sarcopenia with NENs” and “cancer cachexia”. The median age of the patients in this manuscript is 62 years (Table 1), which is not as old as sarcopenia patients. The prevalence of sarcopenia in people older than 60 years is 10% (Shafiee et al., Journal of Diabetes and Metabolic Disorders, 2017; 16: 21). On the other hand, two-thirds of the patients in this study had a sarcopenia-like SMI, which is too high as a ratio of sarcopenia. There are some studies and reviews describing cachexia in NEN patients (Poblocki et al., Nutrients, 2020; 12: 1437). Please describe, explain, and/or discuss why the authors did not mention cachexia at all in the manuscript.
· Thank you for your suggestion. We mentioned the works you suggested both in the introduction and in the discussion. we also included a paragraph to describe cancer cachexia and sarcopenia (see Page 2-3; line 77-110; Pag. 7, line 260-264). 
For publication in Nutrients, the manuscript needs to be fundamentally restructured with the definition of sarcopenia and cachexia and the precise description of the physiological parameters based on the definition.
· We added a definition of sarcopenia and cachexia as suggested and the principal physiological parameters  (see Page 2; line 77-109)
 Minor comments
1. Materials and Methods should be described separately with subtitles.
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Updated as suggested subdived the materials and methods in 3 subparagraphs (Page 3-4) 
