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GENERAL COMMENTS

This randomised controlled clinical trial is the logical next step
following the original description of the ischema-free liver
transplantation procedure by the same group. The investigators
present a clearly-written and comprehensive protocol that
addresses the technical, clinical, statistical, logisitic and ethical
demands of the study.

The investigators are to be congratulated on developing an
ambitious technical procedure that avoids the donor liver being
exposed to either ischemia or hypothermia, and for designing a
randomised trial which will test the level of benefit that this confers.
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The review is generally a thorough and structured description of
their trial protocol. It could however be improved substantially by
addressing the English language flaws and | would strongly
recommend review and re-editing by a native English language
speaker.
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Reviewer # 1

Comment: Please state any competing interests or state ‘None declared’: Own research and spin-out
company operate in broadly the same space, but no direct conflicts of interest.

This randomised controlled clinical trial is the logical next step following the original description of the
ischemia-free liver transplantation procedure by the same group. The investigators present a clearly-
written and comprehensive protocol that addresses the technical, clinical, statistical, logisitic and
ethical demands of the study.

The investigators are to be congratulated on developing an ambitious technical procedure that avoids
the donor liver being exposed to either ischemia or hypothermia, and for designing a randomised trial
which will test the level of benefit that this confers.

Response: Thank you for your positive comments for our work. It's a great pleasure for us to gained
your recognition. We have no conflict of interests and stated ‘None’ in the ‘competing interests’ part.

Reviewer # 2

Comment: Please state any competing interests or state ‘None declared’: None

The review is generally a thorough and structured description of their trial protocol. It could however
be improved substantially by addressing the English language flaws and | would strongly recommend
review and re-editing by a native English language speaker.

Response: Thank you for your comments. We have no conflict of interests and stated ‘None’ in the
‘competing interests’ part according to your suggestion. In addition, we have re-edited the manuscript
with the help of a English language editing service company.



