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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

1.lenvatinib has emerged in the first-line setting after a positive phase 3 study, Although 

conversion therapy for HCC has not yet been established, lenvatinib is expected to be a 

possible candidate agent. In this case, lenvatinib induced a partial response (PR) for 

rapid growth of recurrent HCC with bone metastases, and conversion to surgery was 

successfully achieved for the purpose of controlling the intrahepatic lesion for the first 

time. Provides a new treatment perspective for recurrent HCC. 2.Sorafenib has been the 

first-line treatment in this setting for almost a decade. Why not choose Sorafenib for 

treatment? Have you tried before?  
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Major concerns:  1) In “Multidisciplinary Expert Consultation” section, the authors 

decided to administer lenvatinib to suppress the rapidly increasing intrahepatic lesion 

and before surgery. It is desirable to present a full discussion of the reasons for not 

choosing surgical resection without prior lenvatinib.  2) In order to achieve shrinkage of 

the intrahepatic main tumor, transcatheter therapy, such as B-TACE instead of 

Lenvatinib, is an option. The reasons for choosing prior treatment with lenvatinib should 

be fully described.  3) In “Final Diagnosis” section, the authors evaluate therapeutic 

response to lenvatinib by CT imaging after 1 month of lenvatinib administration. If 

lenvatinib had been so effective, there would have been an option to continue further 

treatment. It is advisable to fully describe the reasons for the decision to perform surgery 

at this time.  4) Has there been a recurrence of HCC in the postoperative period to date, 

and how long has lenvatinib been administered postoperatively?   Minor concerns:  1) 

In “Introduction” section, “Hepatic artery embolization and chemotherapy” should be 

changed to “Transarterial chemoembolization (TACE)”. 2) In “Laboratory examinations” 

section, it would be better to describe Child-Pugh score/classification and ALBI 

score/mALBI grade. Was mALBI grade 2a or 2b? 3) In “Imaging examinations” section, 

the authors described that the mass rapidly increased in 5 months. Please show the CT 

image 5 months before. 4) In “Imaging examinations” section, the authors described that 

elevated FDG uptake was shown in the sternum. Was the main tumor also showed 

elevated uptake of FDG? Please show the PET image. 5) In “Multidisciplinary Expert 

Consultation” section, the authors described lenvatinib was administered at a dose of 8 

mg, not 12 mg. Was the patient weigh less than 60 kg? 
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The manuscript has been much improved and is in a nice condition now. I think this 

manuscript is acceptable for publication. 

 


