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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

There are a lot of paper about Barrett’s esophagus. Maybe this paper needs some feature.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Your review was intersting, but there are two Points to be improved. 1. There are "BE IND" and

"BE-IND".Your should use only one abbreviation. 2. Association of the lengh and progression is

clinical problem which most of clinicians would like to know. So you shold write about it in detail.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

In this review the authors described the histological criteria for BE IND that is challenging with poor

diagnostic reproducibility. Because it is difficult to predict the progression to malignancy in BE, the

new clinicopathological parameters and biomarkers are also summarized. Basically this is a

well-written review of an interesting topic. However some revisions are necessary 1. In a review

about the histopathological criteria written by three pathologists it is surprising not to find any

microscopic figure!. In the definition of BE IND section at least two figures should be included 2.

Tables are too detailed and should be simpler and more precise . 3. English needs some brushing-up
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