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relate to post-transplant cirrhosis, which should also be mentioned.
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This is a good article that gives an overview of risks and causes of significant morbidity

and mortality of post-transplant malignancy. 1. The author should clearly state which

organ transplant is susceptible to what kind of virus. 2. The author said that each drug

had risks of causing certain types of cancers. Could the author state more clearly which

duration of taking the drugs would increase the risk of cancer? 3. The author should be

more specific about the carcinogenic mechanism of the virus. 4. If the duration of using

immunosuppressive drugs is short, such as in a liver transplant (2 years), is there any

risk of carcinogenesis?
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most of these things can be found in various guidelines in literature.
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