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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

CRITIQUE  This manuscript is very interesting and should be published in priority 

after minimal revision has been made. It is a retrospective study comparing the value of 

contrast enhanced abdominal CT and the fluorodeoxyglucose (FDG) positron emission 

tomography/computed tomography (PET/CT) for detecting recurrence of gastric 

carcinoma after curative resection.  The paper is very good regarding English grammar 

and syntax.  However, there are certain points requiring improvement in syntax. For 

instance in Page 15 (3rd page of Discussion), line 22: imaging follow up may not be 

enough for confirm the …it should be corrected as: …enough to conform… The authors 

report the limitations of their study in the Discussion (page 15): it was a retrospective 

study with a limited number of patients, and not all recurrent lesions were diagnosed 

histopathologically. However, this paper is one of the few papers comparing the two 

most widely used methods of detecting recurrence of gastric carcinoma after resection.  

Their results are valuable in our clinical practice, as they found that CT is superior than 
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PET/CT in detecting recurrent lesions in the anastomotic site, in lymph nodes, and the 

peritoneum.  PET/CT was found only superior than CT in detecting liver metastases.   

These results are in accordance with clinical practice and the medical literature. 
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