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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Sato et al presented a study which determined the criteria to differentiate heterogeneous eosinophilic 

esophagus. The study reflected a different pathogenesis between EoE, sEoE, and EoEM. However 

there are several comments which need to be addressed: The number of patients with sEoE is only 

one. Could you increase the number of cases? Why do you choose patients with achalasia as the 

control group?
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Are you aware that out of 10 patients that were studied, 5 of them (50%) have the same disease (EoE) 

- the distribution far from ideal. Why was s-IgE so high in one patient with sEoE? Why is that 

relevant hence this patient cannot be differentiated from the patients with EoEM? The group with 

achalasia was used as the control group in this study - why? The sex ratio is not properly chosen 

(1F:9M). The incidence of disease is the highest before the fifht decade of life. Nevertheless, 5 cases 

refer to patients that were over 53 years of age at least. 50-80% of cases show coexisting atopy, while 

in this particular study, 3 out of 10 cases show allergies. Why wasn't the POEM/POEMb done on 

sEoE patient as well? 
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Dear Editors, Dear Authors, 

Thank you for the invitation to review the Manuscript “Proposed criteria to differentiate 

heterogeneous eosinophilic gastrointestinal disorders of the esophagus, including eosinophilic 

esophageal myositis”. 

I found this paper of special interest, due to the extremely limited number of manuscripts present in 

the current literature about this topic. 

The paper is clear and well written, even though some weak points can be addressed. 

Firstly, the number of patients included is extremely low, therefore, it is difficult to obtain sufficient 

data to propose diagnostic criteria or guidelines applicable to a larger population. It could be of 

absolute interest to broaden the cohort of patients included, even in a multicenter study. 

Secondly, it could be of interest to better specify the clinical context of the patients, including any 

clinical points apart from allergy, which could clarify is there are any possible condition influencing 

the infiltrate, for example any treatments. 

Moreover, it could be clarified how the patients have been managed after diagnosis. Are the other 
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eosinophilic esophagitis (subepithelial and myositis) managed with the same treatments of 

eosinophilic esophagitis? How are they followed up?  

Regarding the subepithelial EoE and the EoM, what is the role of echoendoscopy? This exam could 

have an interest in measuring the depth of the wall and in evaluating the different layers, moreover it 

could be a valid option for a biopsy of the subepithelial layers. 

Figures and tables are clear and exhaustive. 

Overall, the paper could be implemented with a more numerous population before the publication, 

in order to  reinforce the value of the obtained data. 

No language polishing is necessary. 

Major revision of the contents, especially regarding the number of patients, is suggested. 
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