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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

While agree with your overall premise and conclusions of your paper I must bring up a 

few points to increase the validity of the conclusions. First as you mention in your 

discussion the HR vs PRFA group have different tumor types based on stage and degree 

of liver disease. It may be more beneficial to propensity match your cases based on TNM 

stage to ensure similar tumor types and then re-run the statistics to ensure that the 

results hold true that PRFA outperforms HR for tumors of a similar size, location, 

number and distribution. I think that if you do this and the results hold true then this 

will support your conclusion that PRFA should supplant HR for small HCCs as the 

primary treatment modality.  You mention that RFA is the ablation standard of care. 

While it may be the most popular ablation device worldwide at this time I would argue 

that it should be replaced by microwave ablation as the ablation method of choice for 

several reasons which we do not have time to go into here.  You mention that PRFA 

had decreased complications compared to HR. I did not see any of this data represented. 

It would be helpful to show a table or incorporate some of the complications data into 

your results section to demonstrate this point. In regards to overall length of stay I am a 

surprised that percutaneous ablations require a 7 day stay in the hospital. At our 

institution percutaneous ablation and laparoscopic ablations have an average length of 

stay of 1 day.  Lastly, while the writing is overall appropriate there are a few 

grammatical errors and sentence structure issues. It may be helpful to have it edited by a 

proffesional editor to eliminate these issues.   I would recommend this paper for 

publication once these above issues have been addressed and if the results hold true 

after propensity matching the cohorts.  
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

According to our experience, hospital duration is more longer (7.5 days). Thanks. 

 


