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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct
the manuscript and highlight that part in the
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) Yes, a very good and informative article. Written well

2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Yes
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

Yes
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

Yes

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of Yes
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide

additional suggestions/comments) Yes

Minor REVISION comments

e Microsatellite instable GC- can be better written as gastric carcinomas with microsatellite
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly instability

communications? e 70 instances- can be written as 70 cases
e regardless of cytoplasmic
¢ Reframe: Strong diffuse nuclear staining in more than 90 percent of tumor cells or total

lack of P53- Aberrant and Wild type includes.....

Interpretation of P53 immunostaining:
Strong diffuse nuclear staining in more than 90 percent of tumor cells was the definition given for
aberrant expression of P53, while the total lack of P53 expression in all tumor cells was the

alternative; P53 expression was categorized as wild type [5]

o MMR-defective tumors-Same terminology to be used throughout, at places MMR deficient,
at places MMR defective

e microsatellite unstable gastric carcinomas — gastric carcinomas with microsatellite instability

e as aberrant expression of p53 otherwise; p53 expression was categorized as wild type as
reported by Bosch et al. [5]. Semicolon before otherwise

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

Reviewer’'s comment Author’'s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight
that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her
feedback here)

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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