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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

A very interesting observation study provided a first competing risk analysis of causes of death after

hepatic resection of hepatocellular carcinoma particular on the patients with Child” A functional class.

This manuscript is well written and analyzing. It should benefit to kind in mild that those patients

having a risk of dying from cancer resection that significantly overcome the risk of dying from liver

failure. The current manuscript should be accepting without alter.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

By retrospective competing risk analysis of prospectively collected data of 864 Child-Pugh class A
cirrhosis patients, the authors define features to distinguish optimal from non-optimal surgical
candidates. Their distinction is based on the assumed risks of dying from liver failure and risk of
dying from tumor recurrence as given in Fig 2. I have several questions about this Fig 2. 1. It is said
that in the horizontal column % risk (5.1, 7.9 and 12.2) of dying from tumor recurrence in T1, T2 and
T3-T4a patients is derived from the calculation of the area under the cumulative incidence curve
obtained from competing-risk regression, divided by time. I miss on how many patients per group
this is based (in any case less than numbers of UNOS stage given in Table 1)? In Table 2 it is shown
that death for tumor recurrence for T3-T4a in 5 yr period amounts to 34.6 % . I wonder how valid it is
to use a percentage of 12.2% in Fig 2 for T3-T4a patients? I miss some foundation for this reasoning.
2. I have the same question for the percentages of risk of dying from liver failure (Fig 2 fourth
column): what is there validation? Are they based on a statistically sufficient number of patients per
group?




