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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Overall, this is a good review of the hot topic regarding the management of biliary 

atresia. However, the following issues remain to be clarified:  1. Please add more recent 

references in the last 5 years, especially in the part of “FACTORS FAVORING 

TRANSPLANT FREE SURVIVAL AFTER KASAI”.  2. Please add the cited references in 

the corresponding annotated text (attachment is the annotated word).  3. Please clarify 

or specify the unclear statement which annotated (attachment is the annotated word). 4. 

The relevant factors listed in Table 1 and Table 2 should be described more meaningfully, 

such as protective factors or risk factors, and please increase the threshold data from the 

cited literature of various specific factors that may affect the prognosis, such as age limit, 

bilirubin level, etc.  5. It seems that in this review, there were too many listed 

conclusions from literature and less of the author’s own critical thinking, perspectives, 

and experiences. The listed cited results were not logically organized. Please reorganize 

the results and add more of the author’s own experiences and perspectives. 

 


