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This article reviews the imaging biomarkers as a predicting tool only for response to

chemo- or chemoradiotherapy not response to surgery. The title should be changed due

to this concept. You should add a conclusion at each section. Also, it's better to discuss

about the relation of these biomarkers to the pathologic type (i.e. SCC or
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adenocarcinoma), the location of the tumor (upeer, middle and lower third) and the

clinical condition of the patient.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This review concluded the features of CT / MR perfusion, texture analysis, DWI, and

PET as biomarkers in predicting the treatment response or prognosis of esophageal

cancer. Imaging biomarkers, featured by availability and less invasiveness, offer clinical

doctors an option in esophageal cancer diagnosis. The whole passage is well-organized.
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However, there are still some problems need to be discussed. 1.There is a review in 2017
discussed the endoscopic and imaging predictors in assessing the pathologic response
after chemoradiation for esophageal cancer (Endoscopic and Imaging Predictors of
Complete Pathologic Response After Chemoradiation for Esophageal Cancer). Besides,
only 1/4 references quoted in this review were published in the last 5 years. This review
is lack of novelty and needs thorough discussion. 2.It was mentioned in the article that
published results about relationship of CT / MR perfusion and angiogenesis are
controversial. Could you please provide specific reference and discuss it? 3.1t is
recommended to add the limitations and challenges of diffusion-weighted MRI. 4.Some
abbreviations are confusing and the full name should be provided at the first appearance.
Such as CRT, BF and ROI. 5.There is no “A” or “B” in the picture of Figure 3. 6. There

are several grammar mistakes in this review.
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