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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 
In this randomized controlled study, the efficacy and outcome of Extensive 

Intraoperative Peritoneal Lavage (EIPL) in advanced gastric cancer patients were 

analyzed. Although there are similar studies in the literature on this subject, this study is 

considered to be valuable with its prospective randomized design and perioperative and 

long-term survival results. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 
1. There are too many words in the author's abstract, and the key points of the article are 

not well summarized. 2. What is the meaning of β in Supplementary Tables S5 and S6? 3. 

The predicted results and the accuracy of the model should be validated by random 

cohorts or external cohorts. 4. The statistical analysis section should explain in more 

detail the processing and analysis of the data. 5. In the Discussion, comparisons should 

be made with findings from recent years. 6. The format and language of the article 

should be further revised. 


