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The authors chose a significant topic in clinics, and used the method of meta-analysis to
evaluate the effect of B-catenin immunohistochemical expression in the prognosis of gastric cancer.
However, lots of drawbacks appeared in the manuscript. Literature Search The search
terms were not complete, such as “stomach cancer/ carcinoma/ neoplasm/tumor” were not
included. In addition, whether free text and MeSH search for keywords were employed? 2.
Data extraction and assessment What are the content of “the Newcastle-Ottawa quality
assessment scale” Each item of it and the responsed score should be listed. Statistical analysis
(1) Which statistical model was used, free or fixed model? (2) What is the threshold of
heteronegeity test, P<0.05 or P<0.1? 4. Discussion The authors did not explain the
results very clearly, and did not compare with the results of other studies. Such as “abnormal
B-catenin expressions were correlated with and clinicopathological features including Lauren
classification, lymph node metastasis, distant metastasis, but not TNM stage”. The authors should

explain the negative results, too. Figures and tables Figure 1, the number is nor
correct, please check it. Tables, please add some notes to make them be understood
easier. 6. Some places of the article were hard to understand, which need to be revised.
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The manuscript is interesting, but needs an accurate language revision. Page 3 - the acronym Wnt

should be define.




