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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Dear Authors, Thank you for your submitting the manuscript titled,"Prognostic

significance and relationship of SMAD3 phospho-isoforms and VEGFR-1 in gastric

cancer: A clinicopathological study" in WJGO. The manuscript is well written, however

one major criticism should be addresed as below. Major) The most serious problem is

the methodology of scoring the amount of protein expressed in the target gene using

only immunostaining and dividing the degree of staining into four categories. Recently,

immunostaining, quantification by labeling with fluorescent antibodies, quantification of

gene expression by quantitative RT-PCR, and quantification of protein levels by the

Wester blot method are commonly used to determine whether there are significant

differences, and these methods are highly evaluated in terms of priority. Please add

Figures as shown in the figure of the following paper. Min Peng, et al. J Gastroenterol

2023;58:908-924
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
In this clinicopathological study, authors investigated the prognostic value and

relationship of SMAD3 phospho-isoforms and VEGFR-1 in gastric cancer. They showed

that high expression of pSMAD3L and VEGFR-1 was associated with poor prognosis in

gastric cancer patients. Based on the results, moreover, co-upregulation of pSMAD3L

and VEGFR-1 was considered as a predictive marker for poor gastric cancer prognosis.

Although this study was conducted as an observational, single center study, the main

research findings of this paper will be important for predicting prognosis of

postoperative gastric cancer cases. I have no practical criticisms in terms of methods,

results and interpretation.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Dear Authors, Thank you for submitting the revised manuscript in WJG. I think the

authors described the reason why thes study wa estimated by immunostaining and the

advantages of immunostaining mathod. I think it is O.K. as it stands. Best regards
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