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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The manuscript is well written and contains a detailed description of a large group of 

HCC patients. The final conclusions adequately summarize the results. However the 

conclusions presented in the abstract may be misleading. These conclusions support the 

'obesity paradox' which is not based on the results. The conclusion is that patients with 

larger tumors, more aggresive cancer, etiology of cirrhosis that leads to malnutrion 

intself usually are malnourished at diagnosis. Therefore more advanced disease is a 

reason for cahexia and a risk factor for worse survivial. Moreover the patients with more 

advanced disease are more often refused liver transplantation which offers the best 

survival in patients with cirrhosis and HCC. The title should reflect the main conclusion 

that patients with advanced HCC are more cahectic at presentation and have the worst 

survival. The statistical analysis should contain a multivariate approach to select 

independent risk factors influencing survival and control for confounders. The data 

should be presented using SI units.  

 


