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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. Volumetric functional MR imaging 3-4 weeks after initial intraarterial therapy can help distinguish between responders and nonresponders of unresectable hepatocellular carcinoma.
2. Volumetric functional MR response was found to improve overall survival compared to single-parameter responders and those with stable disease.
3. Agreement between anatomic response criteria and volumetric functional MR findings, as well as AFP response and imaging criteria, was low.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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The article is generally reliable in terms of its content, as it provides a detailed overview of the study conducted by the authors, including the materials used, methods employed, results obtained, and conclusions drawn from them. The authors have also provided a comprehensive discussion of their findings in relation to existing literature on the topic. However, there are some potential biases that should be noted when considering the trustworthiness of this article. Firstly, the study was conducted at a single institution which may limit its generalizability to other settings or populations. Secondly, the study relied on retrospective data which may be subject to recall bias or other forms of bias due to incomplete or inaccurate records being used for analysis. Additionally, there is no mention of any potential conflicts of interest that could influence the results or conclusions presented in this article. Finally, while the authors have discussed their findings in relation to existing literature on the topic, they do not provide any counterarguments or alternative perspectives which could further strengthen their conclusions.
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· Recall bias in retrospective data
· Conflicts of interest in research
· Generalizability of research findings
· Limitations of single-institution studies
· Alternative perspectives in research
· Strengthening research conclusions
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