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The article deals with a comparison between the surgical treatment options for gastric cancer. The

whole set up of this retropsective study is very good. The variables choosen for evaluation provide

usefull information. The study included a large number of patients. My opinion is for distal

gastrectomy all the three methods are applicable with similar outcomes but for subtotal or total

gastrectomy the open surgery is the gold standard. Also if the fast track postoperative recovery is

followed there is no statistical significant difference in the hospital stay between open and

laparoscopic surgery. The robotic surgery is available only in a few centers, the cost is very high and

regarding D2 lymphadenectomy is not suuperior to laparoscopic or to open approach.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The authors compared three methods of surgery technique for gastric cancer, robotic, laparoscopic

and open approach. There is some questions need to be clarified. First of all, were all the subjects

randomly distributed to each group? How were they done? Secondly, how did you choose the type

of reconstruction? Before they allocated to each group, or after? Thirdly, there is a large proportion of

Roux-en-Y E-J reconstruction in the Open group, please explain why?
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The authors compared open to laparoscopic and robotic surgery for gastrectomy in gastric cancer

using a retrospective approach. A high number of patients was included. the retrospective

non-randomised a approach is a major limitation for this study and should be discussed as such.

What is the new impact of this study apart from the confirmation of well known facts such as

reduction of hospital stay by minimally invasive surgery? The authors should comment on this.
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This multi-institutional retrospective study including many patients showed minimally invasive

(laparoscopic or robotic) gastrectomy had an advantage of less blood loss, earlier recovery and oral

intake, and shorter hospital stay, as compared with open gastrectomy These outcomes were similar to

many previous studies.

In this study, open gastrectomy included higher rate of total gastrectomies

than minimally invasive gatrectomies did, and the difference have must impact on outcomes.

Therefore, I recommended that patients should be matched by the propensity score, or they should

be limited in total or distal gastrectomy.
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