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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

I read with great interest paper by de Freitas et al entitled “A Comparison between the 

Hong Kong and Barcelona Liver Cancer Staging Systems in South American Patients 

with Hepatocellular Carcinoma”. The authors applied both scoring system in a cohort of 
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519 HCC patients from southern Brazil. The found a general agreement of 80% between 

two classification systems. However, a significant disagreement was noted in the subset 

of BCLB-B cases, suggesting that some individuals could be offered curative treatments 

following the HKLC system. It is a very well written paper, which adds useful 

information in treatment of HCC patients.  My comments: 1. The authors should 

provide as a figure the HKLC prognostic classification scheme. 2. It’s not clear to me, 

how patients with decompensation (e.g. ascites) were handled.  
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Weaknesses or deficiencies in the manuscript:  1) Small number of patients 2) Single 

center study 3) The data from the manuscript does not confirm that Hong Kong system 

is less practical than Barcelona system. Barcelona and Hong Kong systems had been 
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made for different aims. And the comparison has to take it into account. 
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study assessed the agreement between the HKLC and BCLC systems in different 

evolutionary stages of HCC in a Western population") is however, slightly different from 

the objective outlined on page 10 ("The objective of this study was to evaluate the 

agreement between BCLC and HKLC treatment recommendations in a Western 

population"). The first aim/objective of the study (pag. 3) are rather general and could 

include other elements of comparison. 2. The text of the abstract requires a major 

revision and could be condensed in many parts. The form presented by the authors 

repeatedly includes a series of terms/verbs, so sentences are difficult to follow. 3. The 

authors did not detail the limitations of the study. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This is a good evidence that HKLC should be applied for BCLC-B South American 

patients where HVC associated cirrhosis prevails. 

 



  

8 

 

 

7041 Koll Center Parkway, Suite 

160, Pleasanton, CA 94566, USA  

Telephone: +1-925-223-8242  

Fax: +1-925-223-8243 

E-mail: bpgoffice@wjgnet.com 

https://www.wjgnet.com 

 

INITIAL REVIEW OF THE MANUSCRIPT 

Google Search:  

[  ] The same title 

[  ] Duplicate publication 

[  ] Plagiarism 

[ Y ] No 

 

BPG Search: 

[  ] The same title 

[  ] Duplicate publication 

[  ] Plagiarism 

[ Y ] No 

 


