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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
The study compared the effectiveness and safety of palliative LTAD and LVP in

refractory ascites secondary to end-stage chronic liver disease by retrospective,
observational cohort study. 1.The study design needs to be clearly defined in the abstract.
2.The small sample size(30 experimental groups, 19 control groups) affects the reliability
of the results. Does the author consider extending the review time and increasing the
sample size. 3.Limitations need to indicate that the current evidence quality and
credibility are insufficientIn the future, larger sample study is needed, and it is
recommended to conduct RCT to further validate the results. 4.The appendix needs to be
provided to describe the other treatment methods received by these individuals during
the period. 5.Potential confounding factors should also be described more clearly
6.Multiple subgroup/stratified analyses should be considered to eliminate potential
confounding effects and enhance the reliability and stability of the results 7.Security

should be described in the form of a table for easy reading by readers.




