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Dear Editor, This is well designed and correct statistical analysis performed study. I just want to

remind to the authors to add the p value for genders in Table 1. = Regards.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The manuscript submitted by Kim et al. evaluates a set of gastric cancer patient data in regards to
early and advanced stage gastric cancer and second primary cancer development incidence and
location. The manuscript overall is well written and I recommend publication after careful
consideration of thew following points: - Language and diction should be corrected, especially the
use of the word clinicopathological is unusual - I do not know what this means? - Clear definitions of
abbreviations the first time they are mentioned in the text (SPCs was not explained, EGC is
mentioned in multiple places, etc.) - How did the researcher determine that the SPC was indeed an
independent second cancer that did not develop as a metastasis? Was any marker analysis done to
see if dedifferentiated cells from the gastric epithelium were present in the second primary cancer? -
The authors mention in their discussion that EGC and AGC may represent different stages of the
same cancer - but that cannot be the case in the same patient from this data set, correct? This should
be clarified - Figure 2 is obsolete since figure 3 contains a clear distinction between the tumor
locations - the only non-solid tumor was of hematological origin
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