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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
The authors have carried out a meta analysis of RCTs comparing the 4 commonly used
liver preservation agents in routine use. There efforts were hampered by a lack of well
constructed RCTs in this setting but never the less the data produced is useful. The
authors have not over interpreted their findings and have concluded that there appears
to be no difference in the main outcome measures but that further well designed RCTs

are required for a definitive answer. These data are worthy of publication.
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[ ]Rejection
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This is an interesting paper looking at different preservation solutions for deceased
donor liver transplantation. Could the authors please respond to the following
questions/comments: 1) As the authors see no difference between the solutions in their
meta-analysis, which solution would they recommend and why? Should cost be an issue?
2) Can the authors add a paragraph in the discussion regarding the role of these
solutions in more complex donors, ie non-heart beating donors or living donors or

extended criteria donors?
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This is a meta-analysis with 15 manuscripts for comparison with the advantage of four
preservation solutions in cadaveric organ donation. The current result is not much
innovation and to have something misinterpretations about the outcome of the cadaveric
donor liver transplantation. The author would like to looking forward the points to
interpretation the primary non-function and graft survival for 1 year on the difference
preservation solutions, but it is closely related to the intrinsic factors such as the ischemic
time and a normal functional graft coming from the donor. The preservation solution is
look like a basic technique for surgical liver transplantation. The author needs to deeply
interpretation the different content with the high sodium in the IGL-1 and CS, and what
about the low sodium content in UW and HTK. In my own opinion, it should not be
accepting in a high impact journal with the current style.
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The manuscript by Szilagyi et al. have evaluated the efficacy of HTK, Celsior and IGL-1

vs UW (gold standard). With four most used commercial solutions
Studies reported by Adam in AJT et al

associated with nearly equivalent outcomes.
should be comented in detail.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Donor source expansion is a global challenge and transplantation using extended criteria
donor (ECD) graft is increasing. Aging and medical expenses are on the rise, more
advanced technology for safely using ECD graft Innovation is required. Summary of

organ transplantation is very important.

for future direction.

This report is very timely and also suggestive




