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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This review by Zeng et al. is a unique study regarding the examined lymph node (ELN) 

count for gastric cancer after curative resection. Various issues regarding factors that 

affect the number of ELN, impact of ELN numbers on pN staging and patients’ 

prognoses, and problems in lymph node sorting technology are discussed. The subject is 

old-fashioned but is still important. The content is thought-provoking. I recommend this 

study be published in World Journal of Gastroenterology. I noticed some minor points 

and will list them up.  1. (p.6) In the same way, the total number of lymph nodes 

dissected in patients with early GC who underwent partial gastrectomy and with 

preserved function may be “increased” because parts of the perigastric lymph nodes do 

not need to be dissected: This may be “decreased.” 2. (pp.6-7) Among cases with lymph 

node diameter of <6 and <4 mm, 14.9% and 4.2% showed a 25% decrease in staging, 

respectively: The meaning of this sentence is unclear. This had better be revised. 3. (p.10) 

than patients with “no less than” 15 lymph nodes after recurrence[44]: This may be “less 

than.” 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The study presented by the Authors concerns a subject that has been much debated in 

the literature for many years. The work is well structured, examining many aspects. 

However, the conclusions do not bring anything new, usable in clinical practice, to the 

object under study. This is confirmed by the outdated bibliography. On page 6 replace 

"increased" with "decreased". 

 


