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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

--I would like to congratulate the authors on their works. --I have the following
comments/concerns regarding the study, which authors may find useful. From the text:
Since most T1aNOMO cases undergo endoscopic mucosal resection, the indications of
PPG are mainly T1aNOMO cases which are not suitable for endoscopic resection and
TIbNOMO cases. It can also be considered as an additive surgery after endoscopic
resection. --Please give references. From the text: Lymph node dissection --It would be
better for the readers if you gave a figure and explained it with reference to it. From the
text: Anastomosis method --It would be better to explain open, laparoscopic, and robotic
operations separately. From the text: It is hoped that the ongoing multicenter
randomized controlled trial KLASS-04 will settle the question of the advantages of PPG
to DG in terms of oncological safety and functional benefits. erken sonuglarindan
bahsedilebilir --The first results of this study can be mentioned. The preservation of
pyloric function has complicated the technicalities of PPG and suggested the potential
risks associated with incomplete lymph node dissection. The precise determination of

functional benefits, oncological safety, technique standardization and the clarification of
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complications have not been strictly addressed. It is also not fully understood whether
patients benefit from PPG if they suffer gastric stasis, or whether PPG for EGC increases
the risk of secondary gastric cancer. --This concluding section should include positive
findings rather than negative and inconclusive results. It would help if you also

considered including positive findings.
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