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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Studies on hypophosphatemia after hepatectomy are still lacking. Based on a number of 

retrospective clinical studies, this study investigated the relationship between 

hypophosphatemia and liver failure, complications, and regeneration after hepatectomy. 

The research topic has novelty. This study has clinical significance for further revealing 

the relationship between hypophosphatemia and surgical complications. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

I find the article quite useful and highly informative for the scientific and clinical 

medical community and I would like to see it published. However I do have few 

suggestion for which I believe will help improve the quality of this review article:  1. 

Please refer to more recent PRISMA guidelines from 2020 in your review (BMJ . 2021 

Mar 29;372:n71. doi: 10.1136/bmj.n71. 2. Discussion part should be rewritten, since it 

doesn't comply with PRISMA guidelines. First passus of the discussion is more 

introduction as it consist of already known general facts. In the first sentence, the main 

finding of the review should be discussed. In the next few sentences it should be 

compared to previously published results.  

 


