RESPONSES TO THE COMMENTS FROM THE REVIEWERS
November 16, 2012
Dear Editor,

Thank you very much for your suggestions to improve our manuscript. 

Our manuscript was revised as the reviewers have pointed out. 
We used red font to highlight the modifications in the revised manuscript to indicate where in the text the changes we have made occur.

Title: Effectiveness of Gastric Cancer Screening Programs in Korea: Organized versus Opportunistic Models
Author: Beom Jin Kim, Chae Heo, Byoung Kwon Kim, Jae Yeol Kim, Jae Gyu Kim
Name of Journal: World Journal of Gastroenterology
ESPS Manuscript NO: 764
The manuscript has been improved according to the suggestions of reviewers:

Revision has been made according to the suggestions of the reviewer
(1) The ‘‘efficacy’’ of cancer screening reflects the degree to which screening produces the expected result under controlled conditions chosen to maximize the likelihood of observing an effect if it exists. By contrast, ‘‘effectiveness’’ addresses the extent to which screening is beneficial when deployed in medical practice settings. Thus, “efficacy” should be revised to “‘effectiveness’’ throughout the manuscript. 
>>> 
We corrected “efficacy”and “efficiency" to “effectiveness” as you indicated.
See p.1 (Title); p.3, line 4 (Abstract); p.4, line 4 (Abstract); p.6, line13 (Introduction).
Because this study is not controlled for other confounding factor and has no data on cancer stage and/or disease-related mortality, the conclusion that NCSP was more effective than OS is needed to be mitigated.
>>>
According to your advise, we modified the sentence as follows: 
NCSP was an effective screening system comparable to OS in early detection of gastric cancer (p.4, line 1-2, and p.12, line 18-19).
(3) The authors described that gastric cancer was found to be significantly higher in regular follow-up than in irregular follow-up in both screening programs (0.2% vs 0.3%, p=0.036) in the last paragraph of p12 (Discussion section). However, from the Table 2, it is evident that detection rate in irregular follow-up participants (0.3%) is higher than those of regular follow-up (0.2%).
>>> 

We are sorry for the wrong description. We reappraised and corrected the sentence as follows:
the detection rate of gastric cancer was significantly higher in irregular follow-up than in regular follow-up regardless of the type of the system (0.3% vs 0.2%, P = 0.036). (p.3, line20-22; p.12, line 2-4)

(4) The authors described in the discussion section that “Our hospital has run both NSCP and OS in the same healthcare system, which is rare in Korea.” Please explain the endoscopy quality between two systems.

>>>
In accordance with your suggestion, we explained the endoscopy quality in the discussion as follows:

A total of 8 well-trained gastroenterologists with at least 5 yr of endoscopy experience performed upper endoscopy using a flexible endoscope (Q260 or Q240, Olympus Optical Co., Tokyo, Japan) in our healthcare system (NCSP and OS). They rotated between NCSP and OS as scheduled. Hence, there was little qualitative difference between NCSP and OS. (p.10, line 24-p.11, line 4)
(5) Inomplete sentence in page 9 should be corrected; In this study, of 126 cases (0.28%) of gastric cancer were detected from both screening programs; 100 cases (0.3%) from NCSP and in 26 cases (0.2%) from OS duri. 

>>> 
We are sorry for our mistake. We completed above sentence as follows:
In this study, a total of 126 cases (0.28%) of gastric cancer were detected from both screening programs; 100 cases (0.3%) from NCSP and in 26 cases (0.2%) from OS during the period. (p.11, line 10-11) 
(6) Please modify figure 1 with thick line and larger character so that they can be easily read. 

>>> 
In accordance with your suggestion, we modified figure 1 with thick line and larger character.

(7) For table 1 and 2, please add (%) for each age groups.

>>> 
In accordance with your instruction, we added (%) for each age groups in table 1 and 2.
References and typesetting were corrected

Thank you again for publishing our manuscript in the World Journal of Gastroenterology.
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