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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

-How miRNA combined with PIVKA have a diagnostic relevance while the same 

miRNA combined with AFP do not  have. you have mentioned that the three best 

partners for PIVKA-II were miR-21-5p in 60%, miR-320d in 18% and miR-652 in 16% 

then The two best miRNA partners for PIVKA-II were miR-652 in 64% and hsa-miR-221 

in 26% ?? 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

In brief: The authors have performed case contro study identifying miR-21-5p (miR-21), 

miR-320a, and miR-186-5 miRNAs to have diagnostic agility in HCC. AUC was 0.87. A 

combination of miRNAs did not perform better than any single miRNA. Improvement 

of PIVKA-II performance through combination with miRNAs could not be confirmed in 

the validation panel. Two putative miRs — put-miR-6 and put-miR-99 — were tested in 

the training and validation panels, but their expression could only be detected in very 

few samples and at a low level (cycle threshold between 31.24 and 34.97. Which I belive 

reflects the real thing and they have honestly shared their results. Generally the etxt is 

well written. I believe it can be published.  

 


