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1. This editorial is neither good nor bad; however, the topic of RGC after proximal 

gastrectomy and Roux-en-Y gastric bypass, and subtotal resection of the remnant 

stomach were interesting, which may warrant future investigations. 2. ESD for RGC has 

already become a clinical practice. It is of great interest whether the indications of ESD 

for RGC should be same as those for primary gastric cancer or could be expanded, 

especially in elderly patients with RGC. 3. LG for RGC is still a laborious and 

challenging operation. The approach (open or laparoscopic) and the extent of gastric 

resection (distal or proximal) of the initial surgery were unclear in Table 3, which might 

strongly affect the results. It is expected that RGC in patients who have undergone LG 

would increase in the near future; however, it is of most importance that the surveillance 

system to detect early diseases should be established to avoid additional gastrectomy. 
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This review entitles “Current controversies in treating remnant gastric cancer: are 

minimally invasive approaches feasible?" is a well-written and comprehensive review 

about this subject. I have a few comments–  #1 Please spell out acronyms in the first 

instance in the abstract and paper. #2 The authors may consider moving the section 

"ESD for GSC" to the section before "Subtotal gastrectomy (SG) for patients with RGC". 

#3 Please unify the reference style in the text. Sometimes, using a full name of author, 

but other is not. #4 I would recommend the authors answer for the question in the title, 

“are minimally invasive approaches feasible?” based on this review in the section, 

“Conclusion and future perspectives. 
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