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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 
This is a retrospective study with minimally invasive surgery for gastric subepithelial 

tumors.  I have the following comments.  1) In the results section, you indicated Table 

5, but I can't find Table 5.  2) ESD was performed in 92 cases, however, ESD for gastric 

GIST is technically difficult. It would be helpful for readers to understand ESD better if 

you could show us a video of a typical case of ESD. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 
The authors compared clinicopathological factors and prognosis between endoscopic 

resection and laparoscopic resection in patients with gastric subepithelial tumors. 

Although this original article is informative for readers, there is one comment.  

Comments 1. Tumor pathology was classified into three groups (benign, malignant, and 

malignant potential) in the present study. The authors should indicate this classification 

based on the pathological diagnosis. 

 


