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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The article offered a comprehensive discussion on the use of feeding jejunostomy as a 

method of nutritional support for patients undergoing upper gastrointestinal surgeries, 

particularly in the context of gastric cancer treatment. The article was well-structured, 

beginning with an overview of the problem—malnutrition following gastrectomy—and 

then proceeding to discuss the different nutritional support options, culminating in the 

recommendation for feeding jejunostomy. The inclusion of references, particularly those 

that support the discussion of nutritional guidelines and the effectiveness of jejunostomy, 

added credibility to the article. The cited studies provide a solid foundation for the 

claims made about the benefits of feeding jejunostomy. The article effectively 

highlighted the clinical importance of maintaining nutrition in patients undergoing 

gastrectomy, emphasizing how feeding jejunostomy can reduce complications and 

support recovery. Recommendations: 1. The article contains several grammatical errors 

and awkward phrasings that could detract from its professional tone. For instance, 

phrases like “Weight loss with malnutrition is the most important factor associated with 

gastric cancer” could be refined for clarity. Consider revising sentences to improve 
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readability. 2. While the article discusses both nasojejunal tube feeding and feeding 

jejunostomy, it would benefit from a more detailed comparative analysis of these 

methods. Highlighting specific scenarios where one method might be preferred over the 

other could help readers better understand the decision-making process in clinical 

practice. 3. The conclusion succinctly summarizes the benefits of feeding jejunostomy, 

but it could be expanded to include a brief discussion of potential future research 

directions or considerations for clinical practice. 4. Although the article touches on 

patient tolerability, it could delve deeper into the patient experience, including potential 

psychological impacts of long-term feeding methods and strategies to mitigate 

discomfort. Overall, the article is a valuable contribution to the discussion on 

post-operative care for gastric cancer patients. With some revisions to improve clarity, 

grammar, and depth of analysis, it has the potential to be a highly informative and 

practical resource for clinicians dealing with malnutrition in this patient population.  

 


