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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

According to manuscript Number 16636 Manuscript, entitled "Magnetic Resonance (MR) imaging
and FDG-PET/CT evaluation of Locally Advanced Rectal Cancer after neoadjuvant
radiochemotherapy: predictive Value of Combined ADC and SUV in assessing TRG" it is a
novel,practical,well written manuscript. IN FIG LEGEND PART, THE PATIENTS' AGES ARE NOT
MENTIONED.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

1. MR images were analyzed and ADC measurements were made by one radiologist. PET Images

were interpreted by one experienced nuclear medicine physicians. Why did not these two doctors

assess images together and in consensus? 2. Figure 1, 2, what is the age of the patient? 3. Figure 3,
please add the unit to the ADC. 4.Figure 4, Please add a ROC graph for the combined model of the

regression analysis
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