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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The manuscript is well designed. Altough it is known that PET-CT is not used for screening of the EC,

as the aouthor mentioned,limited data are available on the performance of FDG-PET the EC

screening. It is documented with this study. The limitations were stated clearly. The number of the

patients in this study, is really good enough for the best results.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The authors investigate the value of PET for screening an asymptomatic population for oesophageal
cancer. This is a retrospective analysis involving 8438 subjects. Only 28 cases of oesophageal cancer
were identified. Only 1 on these tumours was apparent on PET. 51 individuals had PET uptake in
the oesophagus. 1 one these was due to tumour, the remainder were benign. The authors conclude
that PET has a very low sensitivity and PPV for detecting oesophageal cancer in an asymptomatic
population. This is a nicely written paper from Japan. Due to the low sensitivity/PPV the authors
conclude that PET is not a useful tool for screening for oesophageal cancer. The authors acknowledge
that this is most likely due to the small size of lesions within an asymptomatic population. The
study is well conducted and well thought through. The results are clearly presented and the
conclusions are sensible. Although the results are 'negative' I think the conclusions are useful. One
error - line 3, page 11: 'esophagostomy' should be 'esophagectomy'
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