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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Is there any evidence to classify the pork consumption in high or low level by 25g per day? Why not 

use quatile to analyze the dose response? The conclusion in the abstract isn't informative.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This paper is a logical extention of their previous paper (reference 29). They have devided samples 

into high/low consumption of Pork, and have got positive interaction between gastric cancer and 

IL1B31 C carrier in HP CAG positive and high pork consumption group.  Major It is plausible to 

imagine taht nutritional levels May be defferent between high/low pork consumption groups. The 

average BMI lebel between both groups should be described.  The discussion section is long and 

include matters that is not directly related to their findings. The discussion section should be 

truncated to 50-65%.  The patients and control potentially include those who have successfully 

recieved HP eradication. If so, this information, including the ratio of HP eradication, should be 

described.   Minor I guess that they have initially selected GC and HP positive people and control 

HP positive people. If so, the description of" HP positive" should be described.   The description of 

education level in Table 1 is confusing and need explaination.  In table 2, The description of HP(-) 

and HP(+) may lead misunderstanding because HP antibody positive and HP CAG antibody positive 

are different. 


