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Major concerns: 1.English needs to be improved by professional writers. 2.As a review, it will benefit

from figures and tables, which make the technique more clear, and show its definition, procedures,

efficiency, adverse effects, and challenges in corresponding reports.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

I thank the author for their interesting review, that summarize quite nicely the subject. However, 1
would have some comments: Major comment: 1- Much of the paper deals with the increase of size of
the lesions following PVE, but the authors should also discuss the potential clinical impact of such
increase. Does the published data indicate that the increase result frequently in subsequent
unresectability? Minor comments: 1- End of page 6, the author should add the p value regarding their
previous study: "The study showed a positive TGR (+0.07 cm3/day) in the PVE group compared to a
negative TGR (-0.06 cm3/day) in the control (no PVE) group" 2- Begining of page 7. "This greatly
influences clinicians’ management because it reduces the benefit gained from chemotherapy." I don't
think that this statement is supported by the data, as the benefit of chemotherapy would be either to
enable resection by downstaging (and the results presented does not show that PVE diminish that) or
to provide long-term benefit by reducing recurrence (and PVE certainly enhance that by allowing for
resection). I would recommend to modify this sentence. 3- Second paragraph of page 8"  The next
issue to be addressed is how can we abort the response of tumor progression post-PVE once it has
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been triggered? " From an oncological perspective, the terminology of "response of tumor
progression" is misleading, I would suppress terms "the reponse of" 4- Regarding radioembolization,
it was in fact proposed as an alternative to PVE rather than an addition to PVE. This may be modified.
5- "In the light of current knowledge provided by those reports, researchers can carry out clinical
trials to prove efficacy of these protective modalities in this category of patients. " I'm unsure whether
such trial would be feasible... 6- The ref n°14 and 15 are in russian and norwegian; for an

international audience, I would suggest to delete them.
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