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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This is well designed and performed randomized clinical study. I have just a few minor
comments: 1. It remains unclear if the Helicobacter positive patients were enrolled? If
yes, was there any difference in recurrence rates according HP status? 2. It would be
informative if the authors could stratify the results according age, gender, smoking
status and H.pylori status as mentioned above? 3. It is curious why the authors state the
Non-Inferiority? Could it not be better to conclude that both doses of Vonoprazan are
superior to lanzoprazole? 4. Is it possible to show the p values in the Table 5 5. I just
could speculate if the Table 5 and Figure 2 adds something important to the
manuscript. In the discussion authors recognize that the duration of the study is too
short to assess the clinically significant histopathological changes
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This is a prospective, randiomized, multi-center study for comparing vonoprazan with
lansoprazole as maintenance therapy in healed erosive esophagitis (EE). The authors
concluded that vonoprazan 10 and 20 mg are not inferior to lansoprazole 15 mg as
maintenance therapy for patients with healed EE. These results will give readers a good
information on a kind of future treatment option for maintence therapy of GERD.
There are minor issues to be considered. (1) In the Result section of Abstract, the p-value
is not correct compared with the main results. (2) The authors described that they
performed full-thckness biospy during endoscopy. Of course, I understand that this
means full-mucosal layer biopsy. However, this is hard to understand for general
readers. (3) The frequency of nasopharyngitis as a whole is not 4.1%, more than 13%,
according to the frequency of nasopharyngitis in each group. (3) The setence for
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abnormal liver function (this is an imporant potential advere events of vonoprazan) is
hard to understand. (4) Why are p-values of many parameters not-applicable in Table 2?
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

I revised the manuscript entitled “Maintenance for healed erosive esophagitis: Phase III
comparison of vonoprazan with lansoprazole” The study is interesting and the
manuscript is well written. The data provided gives information about maintenance
therapy option for GERD. I have few comments 1- The authors mentioned “abnormal
liver function”, this should be discussed in details including type and severity of the
abnormal liver function. 2- Authors should clearly mention whether the Helicobacter
positive patients were included in the study or not? And why?
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

In this clinical study, the authors compared vonoprazan 10 and 20 mg vs lansoprazole 15
mg as maintenance therapy in healed erosive esophagitis (EE), and confirmed the
non-inferiority of vonoprazan 10 and 20 mg to lansoprazole 15 mg. In particular,
vonoprazan was found to be highly effective among CYP2C19 extensive metabolizers
and patients with baseline EE of LA Classification grade C or D. The safety profile of
vonoprazan at the administered doses was similar to that of lansoprazole 15 mg. The
study was well performed and the article is precisely written and very interesting. The
reviewer’s only one question was as follow; as shown in Figure 2, the mean levels of
serum gastrin, pepsinogen I, and pepsinogen II significantly increased in vonoprazan 10
and 20 mg compared with lansoprazole 15 mg after the start of maintenance therapy.
However, clinically significant effects on the gastric mucosa were observed. What were
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these increases resulted from? Please discuss it.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Dr. Ashida, et al. investigated “Maintenance for healed erosive esophagitis: Phase III
comparison of vonoprazan with lansoprazole’. The article is informative and

well-presented. The reviewer has a minor comment.

Comments 1. In Table 3, it is hard

to understand the line of Erosive esophagitis grade and CYP2C19 genotype. Please
prepare a horizontal line. For example, LA Grade C/D 13.2% (5/38) might be one line

bottom.




