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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

1-This is an interesting article. The topic is novel. The inclusion of cuproptosis in this 

study is important, but more studies are needed to prove the role of these genes in 

esophageal cancer and also other cancers. It is also difficult how to link these genes to 

the most common types of esophageal cancers either squamous or adenocarcinomatous.  

2- language editing is needed. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The authors analyzed the relationship between cuproptosis-related genes and 

esophageal cancer prognosis. The results are of interest to the reader. However, I have a 

question about the statistical method in Table 2. Why not use Cox proportional hazards 

models to compare clinicopathological characteristics and survival outcomes? And there 

are some minor points. P8, L9-10: “receiver operating characteristic“ has already 

appeared on P7 L14 and is abbreviated as ROC. Table1: Table 1 mentions DFS. If this 

isn't a mistake, how did you define DFS, especially for stage IV cancer? P9, L23: 

“regression” is duplicated. P12, L5-16: The first paragraph of the Discussion session can 

be moved to the Introduction session. 

 


