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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
An interesting review on treatment of HCC, specifically addressing the possible

difference in effectiveness of immunotherapy in relation to etiology of disease (NASH vs.

non-NASH). The review of the literature is well-done and covers the most recent

treatments, with some reference to animal studies. I have only minor comments: 1.I

would appreciate a conclusion both in the abstract and in the core tip, providing a sort of

expert opinion by authors. Do we need to treat NAFLD patients differently from

non-NAFLD? I agree that at present it is difficult to answer this question, but the opinion

of the authors might be important. 2. Introduction. The numbers provided by ref. 7 are

based on estimate; I would not say that NAFLD was “associated” with …… 3. The

review might benefit from a table summarizing the clinical trials reviewed in the text,

outlining the more relevant results – for those that have been published – or the primary

outcomes for studies that did not complete recruitment. 4. The table might be divided

according to the mechanism of action of different compounds. 5. Figure 1. It might be

important to add in the caption which of the different mechanisms are peculiar to

NASH-related HCC, in comparison to non-NASH cases.
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