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The subject of this paper is rather interesting and it is one I am quite passionated about, 

since I educate many students and fellows on cirrhosis and its complications. The study 

is well designed. I have some concerns tough:  1. Abstract – it is poorly organized and 

very disruptive. I suggest making it into an actual text and summarizing it further – it is 

too long and has some data that should not be in an abstract. 2. Language – it needs 

some language improvement. Some phrases just do not make sense as they are written. 3. 

Background – It gives a nice insight into the matter at hand. Although, it needs some 

language refinement. It lacks an actual definition of the objective of this study. 4. 

Methods – This is better written than the background session. If Minnesota center has a 

high-volume liver transplantation, I wonder why are cirrhotic patients being treated by 

hospitalists and not by hepatologists from the LT group? Could you elaborate this 

further? 5. Results – It is well written, tables are very informative. The writing in length 

of stay is not very clear – please revise it. You need to explain initials in the tables. 6. 

Discussion – it is overall well written. I recommend acceptance after revision. 
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This is a well-written paper on a rather novel subject, on which not much literature 

exists at the moment. It will be of interest to a wide audience and may appeal to different 

specialties and even policy makers. The one concern would be the need for a thorough 

revision for brevity, clarity and style. 
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