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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This work proposes a meta-analysis aimed to investigate whether oncological outcomes
and safety profiles of resection differ between giant and non-giant HCC. The authors
have given important results that resection of giant HCC is associated with poorer
long-term outcomes. The corresponding suggestions are given in this paper : HCC
staging systems should account for the size difference. However, the paper has several
limitations: 1. Authors compared the short-term perioperative outcomes and safety
profiles in two groups, only measured by 30-day mortality and postoperative
complications between the two groups, authors deduced that HCC size may not affect
the safety and efficacy of surgical resection in the short term, however, these indexes
may not enough to accurately reflect the safety profile of surgical resection, we required
more evidence to proposed that giant HCC have different tumor characteristics from
non-giant HCC. 2. Some factors that have been shown to be associated with poorer
outcomes of giant HCC in this manuscript, this study concluded that giant HCC have
different tumor characteristics from non-giant HCC. However, the difference between
giant and non-giant HCC may be related to other surgical factors such as the expansion
of surgical resection due to different tumor diameter, which should be discussed in this
paper. 3. There are not detailed explanation of differential and diagnostic criteria
between giant and non-giant HCC in the manuscript. The inclusion and exclusion

criteria need to be improved.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The authors presented a well organized meta-analysis, size differences should be

considered in HCC staging systems.
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The manuscript has been modified clearly. And I have no further questions.
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