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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
#1. “ Another RTOG phase II randomized controlled trial (RCT) (4)” >> but ref-4=

Beijing: People's Medical Press, 2017. So please clarify [or ref-3 in fact?] #2. “resectable

esophageal cancer has made some progress (6)” >> where was re-5 cited in the text?

[INT 0123 study [5]?] #3. “neoadjuvant chemotherapy combined with immunotherapy

for resectable esophageal cancer has made some progress (6),” >> please note ref-6 =

ESMO guideline in 2016 in which immunotherapy was not mentioned. #4. “INT 0123

(31),” but ref-31 = JCO 2002;20(5):1167 =ref-5 #5. “Based on the standard treatment of

radical concurrent radiotherapy and chemotherapy, combined immunotherapy may get

more clinical positive results (34 36)” >> please note ref-34 [NCT03914443] & ref-36

[KEYNOTE-590-NCT03881111] did not use radiotherapy. #6. “(14, 37) published the

results of a one arm exploratory study on the treatment of locally advanced esophageal

squamous cell carcinoma with karelizumab combined with concurrent radiotherapy and

chemotherapy” >> Please note ref-37 [PMID: 33314747] did not use radiotherapy. #7.

KUNLUN >> suggest to add reference [NCT04550260] #8. suggest to comment on

other (older?) forms of immunotherapy in addition to immune checkpoint inhibitors
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[such as DC-CIK reported in Genet Mol Res. 2015 Feb 2;14(1):898-905 or protein-bound

polysaccharide reported in Am J Clin Oncol . 1995 Jun;18(3):216-22]
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
1. What is the specific gap or unmet need in the field of esophageal cancer treatment that

this manuscript aims to address? 2. How does the manuscript assess the efficacy and

drawbacks of neoadjuvant chemotherapy before concurrent radiotherapy and

chemotherapy in treating locally advanced esophageal cancer? b. What evidence is

provided to evaluate the advantages and disadvantages of induction chemotherapy in

comparison to direct concurrent chemoradiotherapy? 3. Are there clear

recommendations or suggestions provided in the manuscript regarding patient selection

criteria and the optimization of treatment modalities in the future?
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