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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The topic of the current article is highly relevant and important. this manuscript could
be accepted after the following modifications, which may enhance the value of this
article: 1. To highlight the innovation of your article compared to those of previously
similar publications. 2. To add the following elements. The comparison of detailed
advantages and disadvantages between LIRADS Treatment Response Assessment and
other treatment response classification systems. 3. Adding an abbreviation frame will

make it more readable. 4. Language polishing is recommended.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Dear authors, I reviewed the review manuscript, “Hepatocellular Carcinoma
LI-RADS Treatment Response Assessment: Lessons Learned and Future Directions”. In
clinical practice, evaluation of treatment response for various treatment modalities is
especially important issue. LIRADS Treatment Response Assessment can provide a
possibility as a new framework to describe treatment response because of limitations to
the method currently used for response evaluation including mRECIST criteria. I think
authors reviewed and summarized this topic concisely and clearly and will help readers

understand this topic interestingly.



