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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

I think more work is needed in the Conclusion section.  Detailed description of Figure1 

in the manuscript is necessary. Is the Figure1 from the authors’ own experiment or not? 

Plotting scale should also be added in Figure1.  The concept of EMT was first reported 

in embryology area. EMT is a biological process which is of great importance in 

embryogenesis and organ development. I suggest that the research process and some 

discoveries of EMT could be added in the discussion or introduction section. Some 

references could be cited, “EMT Transition States during Tumor Progression and 

Metastasis”, “Exosomes Regulate the Epithelial-Mesenchymal Transition in Cancer” for 

example, or any other similar references. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

In their manuscript Unal and colleagues produced a brief review about TB in primary 

liver carcinomas, i.e. HCC and CCC. This type of manuscript is original in primary liver 

cancer and TB is a highly discussed topic in the recent literature in many tumor types. 

For this reasons, the manuscript is interesting. The tables and the figure are well 

organized and useful. This kind of review summarize the actual knowledge and therefor 

could be a valid starting point for new studies.  Some questions and suggestions for the 

authors: - all the published papers on the topic are reviewed in the manuscript? or did 

you perform a selection of them, and which were the criteria? - the authors repeated 

several times that there are not so much papers in the literature about the topic, and I 

suggest to highlight instead that the literature suggest to further investigate the potential 

prognostic role of TB in these tumor types, which is a conclusion that could be stated 

more clearly.  - do you believe that there is a need for a TB scoring method dedicated to 

primary liver cancer? I suggest to discuss more that the assessing and scoring method 

are foundamental also to compare results from different studies. Anyway, despite 

different scoring methods TB seems to be a negative prognostic marker in these tumors. - 
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I suggest to consider the recent paper in which TB0 has been proposed as new category 

for TB assessment in CRC. - I suggest to consider that intratumoral and peripheral 

assessment are not necessarily the same, despite this has been considered in CRC. Is 

there any paper on this topic in the liver? - there is no discussion about the limitation on 

the paper reviewed despite their low number, which are other limitations? small number 

of cases? ethnicity? scoring method? etc.... - which are the potential therapeutic 

implication of TB assessment and inclusion in pathology report? 
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