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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

1. in the abstract, you mention "bonus point system" for HCC. This is not an accurate statement. it is a
MELD exception system. 2. I would be very cautious about recommending PET scan so strongly
(page 5). The data has had mixed reviews about its utility in HCC patients, especially pre-OLT. It is
not standard of care, so it should not be written as such. 3. On page 6, you discuss LDLT, and inferior
oncologic outcomes. There may also be an element of increased recurrence with LDLT because of the
shorter wait time. Several studies have come out recently that a wait time of less than 6 months is
associated with a much higher risk of recurrence. A longer wait time probably selects out the tumors
with more favorable biology. 4. On page 7, in your discussion of multidisciplinary teams, you leave
out hepatologists and radiation oncologists, who are two critical members of the team 5. On page 11,
you should spend much more time on discussion of mTOR use, of which there is much more data
than you reviewed. You also should discuss more information about the use of sorafenib post
transplant. 6. Overall this is a good review, but much of the manuscript is spent on pre-transplant
treatment with locoregional therapies, and very little of the manuscript actually discusses
management of post transplant HCC recurrence. If you really want to have the title be about
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treatment of recurrence, then the manuscript should be edited to reflect that.
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The article is a interesting review about recurrent hepatocellular carcinoma after liver transplant, and

can be published.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

I read the review article entitled "Management of recurrent hepatocellular carcinoma after liver

transplant" with interest. This is the very good and up to date review in this challenging issue and

can be published.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This paper reviews the manegement of recurrent hepatocellular carcinoma after liver transplantation.

Although the paper is well written, it includes a problem as described below. 1) In this paper, it is

described that PET is effective for evaluating micro-vascular invasion. This is important for deciding

indication of liver transplantation. The authors should describe how PET is useful for evaluating

micro-vascular invasion.
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