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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This is a well written overview of some of the current difficult areas in liver transplantation. The

manuscript covers very broad ranging topics but not is any detail. My only criticism is that this

manuscript covers too broad an area and might be better concentrating on either organ donation or

immunosuppression on the basis that they are very distinct areas. Having said that the manuscript

makes fairly light reading.

Is liver transplantation really 'accepted as the only treatment option for

cholangiocarcinoma'! If this is the case at the Mayo it certainly is not across the rest of the World!
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The paper is a well written and interesting review about challenges and modern ways to solve them.
Remarks: - Using of DCD donors could increase the organ donor pool markedly. However, in
countries, in which the program is widely adopted, the amount of brain death donors has decreased.
The explanation may be decreasing interest in identification of brain dead donors as DCD program is
functioning. It would be utmost important that both the programs would be as active as possible. - As
the authors point out the machine perfusion of the organs after the retrieval is by no means a new
innovation. Earlier the kidney perfusion machines were robust and unpractical. Modern versions,
however, are handy, but reguire quite much additional effort during preservation and are expensive.
How perfusion will improve the quality of liver grafts is a matter of the future. Nevertheless, the
paper gives a good introduction to this field. - Renal sparing protocols is nothing new, but always an
important issue. mTOR inhibitors have been rather disappointing when used in this indication. They
are rather poorly tolerated and sirolimus pneumonitis may even be life-threatning. To have a marked
influence on the kidney function the mTOR inhibitors should be started as early as possible, which is
inconvenient in many ways. - Delayed introduction of CNI inhibitors has been an alternative for a
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long time. Of IL2R antibodies only basiliximab is nowadays available. It apparently is effective in
postponing the introduction of CNI inhibitors but it is expensive in a routine use. - The significance of
circulating DSAs has well been shown in the renal transplantation, but some evidence exists that it
might have some influence on the chronic rejetion of the liver graft as well.
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Organ shortage remains a major limitation in LT, and there has been a significant effort over the past

decade to increase the existing deceased donor pool. These advances have allowed for expansion of

the donor pool with concurrent improved patient outcomes.

paper.

It is a well-written and organized




