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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Very well written paper on an exciting success story.  Two points should be elucidated:  

1. Did the authors measure preoperative portal vein pressure of the recipient? If so, how 

high was the portal pressure? 2. How did the authors justify their decision of 

transplanting such a small graft and risk small for size syndrome rather than enlisting 

the patient for deceased donor waiting list? Well done for the impressive work.  
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This is a case presentation who underwent living donor liver transplantation using a 

small graft graft-to-recipient weight ratio of 0.41%.  1. (P5, L13) The GRWR of the 

preoperative estimated one was 0.55, which has a discrepancy with the actual size. What 

is the reason of the difference? If the preoperative evaluated size of the graft was 0.41, is 

the LDLT indicated? 2. (P5, L17) It is described that all the main procedures were done 

by one surgeon. Is the donor liver harvesting and the whole liver resection of the 

recipient done by the same person?  3. (P6, L6) Is the portal modulation considered 

when the actual size was found to be 0.41? 

 


