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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Finding more than four studies could make the comparison more exclusive.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The manuscript was reviewed for publication in the journal. The manuscript was
designed to compare the efficacy and safety of combination immunogenic chemotherapy
of atezolizumab and bevacizumab as first-line therapy as opposed to sorafenib and
atezolizumab monotherapies, for patients with advanced HCC. The results obtained
indicated that treatment of HCC with atezolizumab-bevacizumab is effective in
improving survival in patients with unresectable HCC. It is the reviewer’s opinion that
the review is interesting and that the manuscript is easy to follow for the readers.
However, it appears that there are a couple of concerns in the manuscript. 1) As the
authors have discussed, this systematic review may be judged inadequate to provide
strong recommendations due to the small number of included RCTs, two completed
trials and two ongoing trials. This systematic review appears to be sort of premature. 2)
The authors should emphasize the value of this review in more detail, compared to just

reading the papers of two completed trials and two ongoing trials.
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