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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This paper introduces an extensive survey of Al- and 3D Printing-based applications in
context of Hepatocellular Carcinoma and Computer-aided solutions, an important field
of study that embraces different Computer-Based Solutions such as Artificial Intelligent
tools, 3D printing systems, and other innovative technologies to fight against liver cancer.
The authors did a lot of work to gather, organize and discuss the state-of-the-art papers
as well as recent works covering Al, ML and other trends in computer-generated image
applications. Despite the good analyzes and review process, I believe that the
Discussion section could be conducted under the analysis of some main/pivotal works,
as mentioned in the previous sections. By doing this, readers could have an interesting
comparison involving the pros and cons of the current works / methodologies / systems.
However, given that the article does a good job of discussing the existing works, I would
still recommend accepting this manuscript. Minor correction: “Cochrane, and Scopus
databases was conducted using the following algorithms” => “Cochrane, and Scopus

databases was conducted using the following queries”




