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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This study aims to determining factors for predicting outcomes of TACE in patients with
intermediate stage B HCC. After analysis, the authors found that BCLC stage B HCC
patients with smaller tumor size or within up-to-7 criteria had better survival outcomes
to TACE. 1) This study assigned 45 solitary HCC patients into BCLC B stage. Please give
the reason of staging. 2) Any complications as liver faliure for TACE? 3) How many
cases were treated with TACE followed by surgery if any? 4) The authors can show that
patients with smaller tumor size or within up-to-7 criteria had better survival outcomes
to TACE. This is interesting and important to know. I miss a detailed discussion why the
authors think that especially these patients/tumors benefit (difference to beyond up-to-7
criteria, larger tumor ...). 5) There are similar studies that predicting outcomes of TACE
(J Hepatol, 2019,70(5):893-903 and Eur radiol 2020,30(4):2365-2376). How about the
discrimination degree when compare the up-to-7 criteria and other criteria such as Milan
criterion or other similar studies. 6) There are mistakes in the line 1 of result of Abstract

(non-OR group), and page 10 (BLCC).




