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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
1.This research focused on Evaluation of jejunostomy in the palliative treatment of

gastric cancer , after check the pubmed, very important. 2. Table 1 give different

variables different points, following which rule？ Have some references cited ？

3.Figure 1 2 not very clear. 4.FOR Of the 363 patients with clinical stage IV CG evaluated,

80 (22%) patients underwent jejunostomy. You get results jejunostomy not benefit for

patients was related with only 22% select jejunostomy, have you compare the

difference between with jejunostomy patients and not with jejunostomy patients？ 5.

English need further polish.
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