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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The manuscript comprehensively introduced the liver transplant allocation policies and
outcomes in USA, which is informative for the readers. It is more like an introductory
article rather than a systematic review. Although there are some merits in the article,
several minor issues should not be ignored. 1.How does the author know “Region
redistricting was not implemented due to statistically insignificant change in waitlist
survival.” The source should be stated. 2. “The sequence of distribution is for candidates
within a radius of 150 nautical miles from the donor hospital, then secondly for
candidates within a radius of 150 nautical miles from the hospital and lastly for
candidates within a radius of 500 nautical miles from the donor hospital [16].” It seems
the distances would be a radius < 150 nautical miles, 150~ 500 nautical miles,> 500
nautical miles. 3. It would be helpful and ready to grasp the information in the

manuscript if key outcome indices could be listed in a table.



	PEER-REVIEW REPORT
	Name of journal: World Journal of Methodology

