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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Its a good study, with a good design and a robust results  however the groups in relation to lesions 

(number and localization) were different that results, maybe, in different survival

mailto:bpgoffice@wjgnet.com


 

2 

 

BAISHIDENG PUBLISHING GROUP INC 

8226 Regency Drive, Pleasanton, CA 94588, USA 
Telephone: +1-925-223-8242  Fax: +1-925-223-8243 
E-mail: bpgoffice@wjgnet.com  http://www.wjgnet.com 
 

ESPS PEER-REVIEW REPORT 

 

Name of journal: World Journal of Gastroenterology 

ESPS manuscript NO: 31442 

Title: Laparoscopic resection versus laparoscopic radiofrequency ablation for the 

treatment of small hepatocellular carcinomas: A single-center analysis 

Reviewer’s code: 02848503 

Reviewer’s country: Greece 

Science editor: Jing Yu 

Date sent for review: 2016-11-18 11:50 

Date reviewed: 2016-12-08 23:15 
 

CLASSIFICATION LANGUAGE EVALUATION SCIENTIFIC MISCONDUCT CONCLUSION 

[  ] Grade A: Excellent 

[  ] Grade B: Very good 

[ Y] Grade C: Good 

[  ] Grade D: Fair 

[  ] Grade E: Poor  

[  ] Grade A: Priority publishing 

[ Y] Grade B: Minor language  

    polishing 

[  ] Grade C: A great deal of  

language polishing 

[  ] Grade D: Rejected 

Google Search:    

[  ] The same title 

[  ] Duplicate publication 

[  ] Plagiarism 

[ Y ] No 

BPG Search: 

[  ] The same title 

[  ] Duplicate publication 

[  ] Plagiarism 

[ Y ] No 

[  ] Accept 

[  ] High priority for   

    publication 

[  ] Rejection 

[ Y] Minor revision 

[  ] Major revision 

 

COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

An interesting paper. -was there a difference in the tumour burden between the 2 groups. -were there 

more complications post-operatively in the resection group? -a small number of patients but still 

interesting.  
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