
  

1 

 

 

7041 Koll Center Parkway, Suite 

160, Pleasanton, CA 94566, USA  

Telephone: +1-925-399-1568  

E-mail: bpgoffice@wjgnet.com 

https://www.wjgnet.com 

PEER-REVIEW REPORT 

 

Name of journal: World Journal of Gastrointestinal Surgery 

Manuscript NO: 84561 

Title: Emergency exploratory laparotomy and radical gastrectomy in patients with 

gastric cancer combined with acute upper gastrointestinal bleeding 

Provenance and peer review: Unsolicited Manuscript; Externally peer reviewed 

Peer-review model: Single blind 

Reviewer’s code: 06503189 

Position: Peer Reviewer 

Academic degree: MD, PhD 

Professional title: Associate Professor, Doctor, Research Associate 

Reviewer’s Country/Territory: France 

Author’s Country/Territory: China 

Manuscript submission date: 2023-04-06 

Reviewer chosen by: AI Technique 

Reviewer accepted review: 2023-04-11 01:13 

Reviewer performed review: 2023-04-17 02:08 

Review time: 6 Days 

Scientific quality 

[  ] Grade A: Excellent  [  ] Grade B: Very good  [ Y] Grade C: 

Good 

[  ] Grade D: Fair  [  ] Grade E: Do not publish 

Novelty of this manuscript 
[  ] Grade A: Excellent   [ Y] Grade B: Good    [  ] Grade C: Fair 

[  ] Grade D: No novelty 

Creativity or innovation of 

this manuscript 

[  ] Grade A: Excellent   [ Y] Grade B: Good    [  ] Grade C: Fair 

[  ] Grade D: No creativity or innovation 



  

2 

 

 

7041 Koll Center Parkway, Suite 

160, Pleasanton, CA 94566, USA  

Telephone: +1-925-399-1568  

E-mail: bpgoffice@wjgnet.com 

https://www.wjgnet.com 

Scientific significance of the 

conclusion in this manuscript 

[  ] Grade A: Excellent   [  ] Grade B: Good    [ Y] Grade C: Fair 

[  ] Grade D: No scientific significance 

Language quality 

[  ] Grade A: Priority publishing  [ Y] Grade B: Minor language 

polishing  [  ] Grade C: A great deal of language polishing  [  ] 

Grade D: Rejection 

Conclusion 
[  ] Accept (High priority)  [  ] Accept (General priority) 

[ Y] Minor revision  [  ] Major revision  [  ] Rejection 

Re-review [ Y] Yes  [  ] No 

Peer-reviewer statements 
Peer-Review: [ Y] Anonymous  [  ] Onymous 

Conflicts-of-Interest: [  ] Yes  [ Y] No 

 

SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

In this paper, the authors focused on investigating the clinical efficacy and safety of 

exploratory laparotomy + radical gastrectomy and exploratory laparotomy + palliative 

surgery in patients with gastric cancer (GC) combined with acute upper gastrointestinal 

bleeding (UGIB). To showcase the difference of the above-mentioned two groups, the 

authors compared various indexes between the two groups, including the operation 

time, intraoperative blood transfusion volume, postoperative anus exhaust time, off-bed 

activity time, hospitalization duration time et al. These data showed that laparotomy + 

radical gastrectomy for patients with GC can improve the surgical efficacy, enhance 

immune function, reduce the levels of tumor markers and inflammatory factors, prolong 

the survival time of patients and improve their quality of life, and reduce the tumor 

recurrence rate, with controllable safety. Based on these, this study is effective, and the 

objects and methods can well derive the conclusion of this paper. Only several minor 

problems arise in this paper:  1. In this article, the authors divided 89 patients into 

experimental and control groups. However, in my opinion, all these patients are 

experiment objects, and there is no control experiment in this study. So, I suggest to 
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change the names of two groups.  2. In the “Inclusion and exclusion criteria” part, UGIB 

should be included in inclusion criteria.  3. There is an obvious descriptive error in the 

conclusion part: compared with exploratory laparotomy + palliative surgery, 

exploratory laparotomy + radical gastrectomy could shorten the postoperative 

hospitalization duration time. From the data of this paper, we cannot come to such a 

conclusion. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Gastric cancer (GC) is one of the most common malignant tumors worldwide and the 

fourth leading cause of cancer-related death. To deal with this disease, Kuang and the 

colleagues evaluated the clinical efficacy and safety of emergency exploratory 

laparotomy and radical gastrectomy in patients with GC combined with acute UGIB. 

After evaluating the operation time, postoperative hospitalization duration time, blood 

loss, anus exhaust time, off-bed activity time, inpatient activity time, postoperative 

immune function indicators, inflammatory factors and postoperative quality of life, 

Kuang et al,. found that compared with exploratory laparotomy + palliative surgery, 

exploratory laparotomy + radical gastrectomy could improve immune function and 

reduce the levels of tumor markers and inflammatory factors, improve the efficacy of 

surgery, promote the recovery of quality of life and improve the survival rate, and 

reduce the probability of tumor recurrence. In general, the topic of this manuscript is 

interesting and instructive. The authors have organized the manuscript well, with good 

methodologies and conclusions. However, some minor revisions need to be performed 

before publishing: 1) The Abstract of the paper is too long, leading to poor reading 
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experience, which should be simplified. 2) There is a contradiction in this paper: the 

Results showed that there was no difference in the postoperative hospitalization 

duration time between the two surgical procedures, but the Conclusion claimed 

Compared with exploratory laparotomy + palliative surgery, exploratory laparotomy + 

radical gastrectomy could shorten the postoperative hospitalization duration time. 3) 

The contents in Table 3 to Table 7 should be optimized. Interchanging the horizontal and 

vertical titles may make it more comprehensible for the readers. 4) Some grammar 

problems should be addressed in this paper. For example, Part 1.4.6 “The patients' 

disease recovery conditions was generally informed and followed up”, was should be 

were. Part 2.1 and 2.2 “It was find that” should be it was found that. Part 2.6 “which 

were more higher than those in laparotomy + palliative surgery group”, more should be 

deleted. 

 


