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highly malignant ICC and CHC." However, authors excluded the patients with 

underlyingliver diseases (hepatitis C virus, autoimmune liver disease, alcoholic liver 

disease, cryptogenic cirrhosis and hepatolithiasis). Authors should included these 

patients in the present study and show the HBV status and compare these patients.  
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studied in theHBsAg  seroclearance (SC) group and the HBsAg non-seroclearance (NSC) 

group. The SC and NSC groups consist of  72 and 216 patients, respectively. The 

authors demonstrated that seroclearance in patients with hepatitis B-related primary 

liver cancer has protective effects with respect to tumorigenesis, cirrhosis and portal 

hypertension but confers worse prognosis. It is an interesting paper with statistically 

significant data but needs language polishing. 
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This paper investigated the "impact of HBsAg seroclearance on prognosis of hepatitis 
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hepatitis B-related primary liver cancer has protective effects with respect to 



  

6 

 

 

7901 Stoneridge Drive, Suite 501, 

Pleasanton, CA 94588, USA  

Telephone: +1-925-223-8242  

Fax: +1-925-223-8243 

E-mail: bpgoffice@wjgnet.com 

https://www.wjgnet.com 

 

tumorigenesis, cirrhosis and portal hypertension but confers worse prognosis, likely due 

to the frequent occurrence of highly malignant ICC and CHC. The manuscript is well 

presented and of interest and can contribute to increase the knowledge of this topic. 

Only some grammatical errors were seen in the manuscript which should be corrected. 
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sero-clearance is better to be    replaced by HBsAg-negativity.  2. ABSTRACT It 

partially fulfills the journal requirements; the aim of the work is not clearly identified. 3. 

INTRODUCTION It provides insufficient background regarding the studied topic 

because of the following: o The authors need to address quantitative HBsAg as a useful 

tool to predict seroclearance.  o Also, occult HBV infection, where HBVsAg is not 

present, but still the patient has HBV infection has to be emphasized. o Last paragraph: 

It was mentioned that “correlation between HBsAg seroclearance and the prognosis of 

patients with liver cancer was demonstrated”. This has to be revised, because no 

correlation was presented. 4. MATERIALS AND METHODS: It was nearly covered, but 

some important issues have to be considered. o HBsAg status: patient selection based on 

quantitative/qualitative HBsAg is not clarified.  o HBV sAg clearance is not clarified if 

it is in the course of natural development or in response to antiviral therapy. o SC group 

were strictly matched with those of the NSC group at a proportion of 1:3.The reason for 

the chosen ratio is better to be explained. 5. RESULTS:   Are well presented and 

informative, however, the following remarks are better to be considered: o The average 

age is better to be expressed as mean age ±SD. o Tables were informative, but p value is 

missing> Also, normal values for AST, ALT, TBiL & AFP have to be mentioned. o % is 

always has to be associated with any presented number of patients; e.g.: 26/72 (    %). 

o Figures 2- 4 are better to be figure 2(A, B, C). 6. Discussion: An overall theoretical 

analysis of the study results is nearly covered.  7. REFERENCES: • Relevant updated 

references are cited. • PMID is maintained for all included references. • The journal style 

for writing this section is maintained. 

 

INITIAL REVIEW OF THE MANUSCRIPT 

Google Search:  

[  ] The same title 



  

9 

 

 

7901 Stoneridge Drive, Suite 501, 

Pleasanton, CA 94588, USA  

Telephone: +1-925-223-8242  

Fax: +1-925-223-8243 

E-mail: bpgoffice@wjgnet.com 

https://www.wjgnet.com 

 

[  ] Duplicate publication 

[  ] Plagiarism 

[ Y ] No 

 

BPG Search: 

[  ] The same title 

[  ] Duplicate publication 

[  ] Plagiarism 

[ Y ] No 

 


