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Optional/General comments 
 

The article merits publication for the benefit of scientific community. The article provides much 
necessary knowledge in a concise manner.  
 
The article is very well written, covering all major aspects of prostate cancer including its genetics, 
basis of hormonal treatment and multiple hormonal  
Treatment options available for the patient. Also, the authors have written various treatment options 
available for the patients in cases of castration resistant prostate cancer.  
 
However, the reviewer would like to provide a suggestion to the authors. PSMA based radionuclide 
therapies (Lu-177 PSMA ligand radionuclide therapies) have come up recently as a valuable 
treatment options for mCRPC, who have progressed despite Docetaxel therapy. Recently published 
VISION trial and TheraP trial have proven its role in the management of castration resistant 
prostate cancers.  
The authors can incorporate a word about this therapy to make the article more comprehensive and 
make the reader aware regarding these therapeutic option.    
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