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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The study results show that the efficacy of SBRT should be evaluated not in the first 6 

months, but at least 9 months post-SBRT, when infield progression persists at very low 

rates while the risk of outfield progression increases significantly. There are the 

following problems that need to be corrected. 1. Many single sentences are a natural 

paragraph, and the writing format is not standardized. 2. Some points in the background 

section lack citations. 3. Table 1 is not necessary. 4. Table 2 does not use a three-wire 

table. 5. There are too many pictures and need to be merged. 6. The references are too 

old, and it is recommended to mainly cite the literature published in the past 5 years. 7.  
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

1 Title. Reflects the content of the study. 2 Abstract. Abstract summarizes the content 

and goal of the treatment  3 Key words. eywords reflect the content of the treatment   

4 Background. Introduction section is well-well written. There are many spelling errors 

and revision of the english language is very important   5 Methods.The methods 

section is poorly organized. Subsections are required. Since some of the patients recieved 

a bridge to liver transplantation, it would be very good for authors to porvide the 

explant pathological analysis of the six patients that were transplanted   6 Results. The 

results are well written. The most striking data is the need for observing for 6 months 

before observing any effects of SBRT which also valid for TARE as well.   7 

Discussion.Well well aritten and the references are up to date   8 Illustrations and 

tables. well presented  9 Biostatistics. Biostatistical analysis certificate is presented  10 

Units. All units are presented in SI units.  11 References. Refrences are up to date  12 

Quality of manuscript organization and presentation. Generally the quality of the 

mansucript is poor due to language and organizational problems.  13 Research methods 

and reporting. Not applicable because retrospective design  14 Ethics statements. is 

provided 
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I would like to thank the authors for they have excelled in the revisions.  

 


