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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This is an interesting paper. The authors provide us with a nice overview of the different 

types of ablation for liver tumors. Could the authors please comment on the following: 1) 

The authors may wish to consider the differences (if any) in the use of ablation in HCC 

recurrence versus primary, since this is part of the stated goal of the paper 2)The authors 

may also wish  to discuss a comparison between other locoregional treatment 

modalities and ablation for recurrent HCC 3) The authors may also wish to include a 

discussion about the different approaches to ablation (percutaneously, open, minimally 

invasive) 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The manuscript (Manuscript ID: 81125) by Lin Wang and colleagues entitled “Ablative 

Strategies for Recurrent Hepatocellular Carcinoma” described the various ablation 

treatments for recurrent HCC. The authors systematically reviewed the pros and cons of 

RFA, MWA, HIFU ablation, CRA, IRE, and PEI. Furthermore, this manuscript provided 

evidence of combination therapy including RFA/MWA+TACE and RFA+PEI, but then 

the authors do not present both comparisons. The authors should discuss whether 

RFA+TACE and RFA+PEI are the better combination therapy for 3 to 5cm lesions with 

liver function compensation. 

 


