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detailed systematic review and meta-analysis that identified 42 studies including eight
RCT’s and 34 cohort studies involving a total of 6719 subjects suggesting that MWA
achieves similar complete ablation rates compared with RFA, as well as lower local
recurrence rates and similar overall survival. As some studies have no specified follow
up period, this leads to a reduction of the power of evidence of these findings within the
tirst few years post ablation. There are a lot of potential bias in particular in retrospective

studies but conclusions are convincing
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The authors consider this study to be the most comprehensive and detailed
meta-analysis comparing the efficacy and safety of MWA with RFA and includes 8
randomized controlled trials (RCT's) as well as 34 observational cohort studies, both
prospective and retrospective, that include a total of 6719 patients. However, the authors
did not point out which patients could benefit from MWA and RFA, especially when the
tumor diameter was greater than 3 cm, and the safety and efficacy in these patients were
not clear. We all know that for liver cancer less than 3 cm, both microwave and
radiofrequency ablation can achieve the same radical effect as surgery. Based on this,
although this article compares MWA and RFA with similar therapeutic effects, it does
not have significant clinical significance. I do not recommend this manuscript for

adoption.




