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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The aim of this retrospective study was to investigate the prognostic value of AAPR in
distant metastatic GC. This is a well-designed study and the manuscript is well written.
When the authors evaluate sub-groups, the number of patients in certain analyzes falls.

However, the authors assume this limitation at the end of the discussion.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The authors presented a retrospective study relationship between serum albumin /
alkaline phosphatase ratio as is an independent prognosticator of survival in metastatic
gastric cancer. When we discussed about another kind of metastatic cancer, for example:
Metastasis hepatic colon rectal, in this case we have valided the Fong's criteria in the
literature. So, it’s possible resection of the both tumors and better overall survival /
survival disease free. I'd like that authors to explain what's the applicability is in practice?
Because in that case the gastric cancer are advanced, with metastasis. If we are
knowledge about relationship between serum albumin / alkaline phosphatase ratio as is
an independent prognosticator of survival in metastatic gastric cancer, what’s the
conduct change? I think that if change the conduct, is important. On the other hand if

not change, it is just curious. The criteria were valided?
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YES What are the contributions that the study has made for research progress in this
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DFS and OS in metastatic gastric cancers 7 Discussion. Does the manuscript interpret
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and logically? Are the findings and their applicability /relevance to the literature stated
in a clear and definite manner? Is the discussion accurate and does it discuss the paper’s
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references? NO 12 Quality of manuscript organization and presentation. Is the
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