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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Dear Editor, I studied carefully the manuscript entitled "Differences of core genes in 

liver fibrosis and hepatocellular carcinoma: evidence from integrated bioinformatics and 

immunohistochemical analysis" by Yuan SL et al. This is an interesting work aiming to 

contribute to the relation between gene expression patterns and the degree of liver 

fibrosis and survival rates in HCC. The authors use an animal model to strengthen their 

serults.  Although this study has proposed a signal transduction pathway involved in 

liver cirrhosis and HCC, an in-depth analysis on the mechanism of action of the proteins 

involved lacks. However, the manuscript is well-written; the methodology is sound, and 

the statistical approach is accurate. The piece of information provided is of significant 

interest to the specialist and will further facilitate researchers of the filed. As a matter of 

fact, the manuscript deserves publication.  
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This is an excellent manuscript, which includes bioinformatics in its methodology. It 

adds to the body of science greatly and presents a new way of looking at medical 

research. Authors make very accurate conclusions, with a great sense of the limitations. I 

have following comments: 1) Make abstract results more concise 2) Mention the 

limitations of bioinformatics also in discussion.  
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Basic Study Differences of core genes in liver fibrosis and hepatocellular carcinoma: 

evidence from integrated bioinformatics and immunohistochemical analysis  

Comments to the authors  Thank you for allowing me to review your full-length article. 

The manuscript discussed a relevant topic on the field of hepatology. I would just like to 

raise some relevant points for further discussion which could possibly help to make the 

manuscript better.   MATERIALS AND METHODS: Patient liver samples collection   

“Patients who were tested positive for hepatitis B surface antigen, chronic hepatitis C, 

drug-induced liver disease, non-alcoholic liver disease, alcoholic liver disease, 

autoimmune liver disease, cholestatic liver disease, or hereditary metabolic liver disease 

were excluded”. Please, could the authors explain why patients who were tested positive 

for hepatitis B surface antigen? The authors included patients with CHB (n=28) and 

CHB-associated HCC (n=12). Chronic HBV infection is defined as persistence of HBsAg 

in serum for at least 6 months after acute infection. Clarification should be provided on 

this issue.  Statistical analysis  Were the data distributed normally?  The statistical 

analysis section is poor; please, the authors should describe this section with enough 

detail to enable readers to understand your results.  Results   The Results Section and 

the material and methods section are conflated. Results should be reported in the Results 

Section and the methods should be previously explained in the Material and Methods 

Section.  It is difficult to follow what the author(s) demonstrated in the tables. Authors 

should be more careful of tables details.    Reviewer conclusion:  • Minor revision 

 


