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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The manuscript is well written, and the topic of clinical interest. An alternative
technique to approach complex portal vein thrombosis is described, although surgically
complex and demanding (what makes its clinical applicability questionable). The
manuscript has figures and tables which complement the text. Major comments are the
need to discuss the results (morbidity and mortality) of alternative surgical approaches
to complex portal vein thrombosis. Minor comments are the need to mention Figure 1

throughout the text and a careful language review.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The authors of this preliminary study have proposed a novel surgical technique for
complicated PVT in LT patients. Since there is no agreement on the best techniques for
PV reconstruction, this is a significant issue. Although the write-up is good and the
concept seems innovative, the study is constrained by its retrospective methodology,
small patient population, and brief follow-up. It seems more like a case series than a

proper original study.




