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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 

the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
Yes, it is an important study reporting the periodic follow-up and positive effects of Saroglitazar 
treatment for Non-alcoholic fatty liver disease (NAFLD), which has become an important health 
problem worldwide. 
 
A shorter title can be created that emphasizes the main purpose of the study. 
 
 
Yes, the abstract of the manuscript contains enough information. 
 
 
‘Material and Method’, ‘Statistical analysis’, ‘Conflict of Interest’ and ‘Funding’ subsections 
should be added. In the ‘Material and Method’ section; the institution and polyclinic information 
which the individual included in the study applied should be given, the information about the 
laboratory in which the analyses were carried out and the analysis methods used in the study 
should be clearly stated. In addition, the information about ethics committee approval and volunteer 
consent form which received from the individual included in the study should be explained. 
Furthermore, in ‘Statistical analysis’ subsection; information about the software used for statistical 
analysis and the analyse methods used for the evaluation of all data obtained should be clearly 
stated. Conflict of interest status between authors should be stated in the ‘Conflict of interest’ 
section. Moreover, if is there any institution or organization that provides financial support for the 
study, it should be stated in the ‘Funding’ section.  
 
 
There are missing subheadings, I mentioned it in the previous question part. 
 
The references are recent but not sufficient. The information should be given in the ‘Introduction’ 
section about the increasing prevalence of non-alcoholic fatty liver disease (NAFLD) worldwide and 
the success rate of its treatment. Additionally, more detailed information needs to be provided 
regarding the worldwide use of saroglitazar, its dosage and the success rate of its treatment. Is 
there another approved treatment agent that is widely used worldwide for Non-alcoholic fatty liver 
disease (NAFLD)? If any, brief general information should be given about their success in the 
treatment process. In addition, the information of How the drug dose determined in the current 
study should be explained. If any side-effects it should be explained clearly. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
Yes, it is suitable. 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 

that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her 
feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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