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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

1 Title. Does the title reflect the main subject/hypothesis of the manuscript? Yes, Title 

clear and complete  2 Abstract. Does the abstract summarize and reflect the work 

described in the manuscript? Yes  3 Key words. Do the key words reflect the focus of 

the manuscript? They are missing 4 Background. Does the manuscript adequately 

describe the background, present status and significance of the study? The state of the 

art and the meaning of the study are well explained in the introduction  5 Methods. 

Does the manuscript describe methods (e.g., experiments, data analysis, surveys, and 

clinical trials, etc.) in adequate detail? Almost. The patients are divided in to two groups: 

LT with or without partial splenectomy. Were they randomized? Or: what criteria were 

used to assign a patient to one of the two groups? Fig. 3A and 3B are not cited in the text  

6 Results. Are the research objectives achieved by the experiments used in this study? 

What are the contributions that the study has made for research progress in this field? In 

table 2 (donor characteristics) 11 cases of brain tumour: which histological type? Results 

are clear and support the hypothesis of the study even if the cohort of patients is not 

wide enough to consider fully demonstrated the thesis of the authors 7 Discussion. Does 

the manuscript interpret the findings adequately and appropriately, highlighting the key 

points concisely, clearly and logically? Are the findings and their applicability/relevance 

to the literature stated in a clear and definite manner? Is the discussion accurate and 

does it discuss the paper’s scientific significance and/or relevance to clinical practice 

sufficiently? The discussion is accurate and exhaustive as well as relevant from a clinical 

point of view 8 Illustrations and tables. Are the figures, diagrams and tables sufficient, 

good quality and appropriately illustrative of the paper contents? Do figures require 

labeling with arrows, asterisks etc., better legends? They are OK  9 Biostatistics. Does 

the manuscript meet the requirements of biostatistics? Yes  Performing partial 
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splenectomy associated with LT seems to be an interesting therapeutic option for OLT 

candidates with cirrhosis and splenomegaly. The results of the study seem to support 

the choice of partial splenectomy even if the limited number of cases enlisted does not 

allow a validation of the procedure. A revision of the English language is necessary to 

make the text more smooth and correct 

 


