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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This is an excellent paper. However, there are far too many "the"s. I have taken the liberty of deleting 

some without interfering with the integrity of your paper.  Do not give the first author's name when 

citing a reference because it is distracting. Only use the reference number.  Captions do not require 

full sentences.  I have asked a few questions.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The major problems of this study were two. 1.Patients enrolled were divided into two subgroups. 

One was with locoregional disease (n=23) and the other was with tumor dissemination (n=17). 

Outcomes measure used in this study were time-to-metastasis and overall survival. I have at least 

two concerns. First, for those with tumor dissemination, how to calculate “time-to-metastasis” in 

those already had disseminated disease? Second, how to confirm the event of “tumor dissemination 

into distant organ”? There is no wonder why there is no any information regarding 

“time-to-metastasis” and only had “overall survival” data in this study. 2.As we all know that 

outcomes of gastric cancer patients were much worse in those with disease dissemination than with 

locoregional disease alone. In this study, table 3 showed that almost all the metabolic quantifiers, 

including TLG30 (p=0.018), were significantly higher in those with disseminated disease than with 

locoregional alone. Therefore, it was not surprised that TLG30 with cutoff value of 319.4 cm3 showed 

significant predictor for overall survival. I wonder whether or not most of the gastric cancer patients 

with disease dissemination were located in the subgroup of TLG30>319.4 cm3? If so, what was the 

major reason for poor outcomes, TLG or disease dissemination?  To clarify the above two questions, 

I suggest authors to delete 17 disseminated cases, keeping the original two end points to analyze 

these 23 locoregional cases again to see whether or not TLG still is an independent prognosticator. 
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