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Thank you for allowing me to review the manuscript: “Treatment of Early Stage (T1) 

Esophageal Adenocarcinoma: Personalizing the best therapy choice ".  I think this 

review is well written about this topic. I have some comments –  1. There did not seem 

to be an abstract in this manuscript. 2. In INTRODUCTION, in the first sentence, please 

provide more updated epidemiological data from the web page of “International 

Agency for Research on Cancer”. 3. Please provide more tables of summary of 

“ENDOSCOPIC THERAPIES” because they are reader-friendly for much information. 4. 

As well known, endoscopic resection includes both endoscopic mucosal resection (EMR) 

and endoscopic submucosal dissection (ESD). ESD can get larger specimens than EMR, 

allowing more precise histological evaluation and higher en-bloc resection rates, and 

potentially reducing the incidence of recurrence. I would like to recommend the authors 

describe the detail of ER methods for superficial esophageal adenocarcinoma. 5. In 

EMERGENT TREATMENT STRATEGIES, Chemoradiotherapy and Endoscopic 

Resection, I feel a confusing sentences in the 2nd paragraph, “Existing research 

regarding CRT+ER ~ that of surgery (Ref#88)” because Ref# 88 by Minashi et al 

examined patients with T1b (SM1-2) SCC, but this sentence did not explain SCC patients. 
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This munscript reviewed the current knowledge about treatment of early Stage (T1) 

esophageal adenocarcinoma. It is an interesting area and requir further research. This 

review, however, failed to provide novel insight into this subject. 
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In this review article, authors dealt with treatment options for T1 EAC. Generally 

speaking, this is well-written and organized.  Major comments: 1. As for endoscopic 

resection, both endoscopic submucosal dissection (ESD) and endoscopic mucosal 

resection (EMR) should be mentioned. Is there any advantage of ESD compared to EMR?  

2. As for minimally invasive esophagectomy (MIE), some more detailed content is 

advisable, such as methods. 3. As for biomarkers and precision medicine section, it 

seems more appropriate that some tables are used. 
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