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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Peer review:  Authors describe a case report where Toripalimab Combined with
Targeted Therapy and Chemotherapy improved the perioperative management of
gastric carcinoma  “Herein, we report a case in which pathologic complete response
was achieved by neoadjuvant administration of toripalimab” better wording would be
“complete pathologic response” “We hope that this case will provide a referable
neoadjuvant therapy for gastric carcinoma” anecdotal evidence usually is not enough for
practice changing guidelines, the above date in the to be reworded “At the time, the
patient was in a good condition and no disease progression was noted” what is the
follow-up time? “Introduction” is way too long for a case report with historical
information about the treatment strategies. = Authors should focus on the salient
features that the readers need to be aware of before describing the pertinent case report.
A lot of the material from introduction can be used under the discussion portion. “the
patient (Mr. Yu)” this is absolutely unnecessary. “Under no obvious predisposing cause”
poor starting sentence for a case report. Authors should provide demographic
information of the patient with relevant medical comorbidities before presenting the
current illness (case report). Timeline is well presented, consider using a timeline graph
with to save on the word count. “Furthermore, chemotherapy promotes the expression
of PD-1/PD-L1 through a variety of signaling pathways. Therefore, chemotherapy
combined with PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitor can improve the tumor microenvironment as well
as immune tolerance and immunosuppression; thus, an effective and persistent

antitumor immune response can be maintained. “ Is there in-vitro data to support that
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statement? This is lofty. Authors can present a hypothesis but in the absence of evidence
statements such as this are unwarranted. Discussion needs to be focused on the current

case report instead of presenting a review of literature. Make it more focused.
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provided? What are the unique insights that this study presented? What are the key

problems in this field that this study has solved? Nil Third, what are the limitations of
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the study and its findings? What are the future directions of the topic described in this
manuscript? What are the questions/issues that remain to be solved? What are the
questions that this study prompts for the authors to do next? How might this publication
impact basic science and/or clinical practice? Nil Please fill-in your specific comments
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