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were 65 or older in the escalation phase, and 47% of patients were 65 or older in the 

expansion phase, but the effect on toxicity and functional status is unknown in these fit, 

older HCC patients.  The word “may” is added to the mentioned sentence: “…immune 

checkpoint inhibitors may represent a potential option…”, and a reference (study by El-

Khoueiry et al.) is added. 
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