
 

Review Form 3 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 3 (07-07-2024) 

 
Journal Name: Asian Journal of Research and Reports in Gastroenterology 
Manuscript Number: Ms_AJRRGA_124182 
Title of the Manuscript:  

Fibroscan®: Indications and Results in ambulatory patients 

Type of the Article Research article 
 
 
 

 



 

Review Form 3 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 3 (07-07-2024) 

 
PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

Fibroscan is useful for patients of chronic liver disease as well as for alcoholic or non- 
alcoholic fatty liver disease as well as follow up of these patients. And it is non invasive method 
of evaluation. It can be done in case of ascites and obese patients 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Title can be changed . alternate title can be “ Role of  Transient Elastography in chronic liver 
diseases”. As Fibroscan is trade mark of machine of particular company. 

 

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

Abstract is comprehensive  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

In introduction references were not given.  researcher used comm(,) in tables INSTEAD of 
Dot(.). correction in tables required 
 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 
 

By measuring the CAP value and its interpretation this method is correct . As number of 
patients in this  study are high ,hence technically more valued study. The researcher has 
include wide spectrum of diseases from viral to alcoholic liver diseases. Researcher also 
studied the steatosis and fibrosis both and technically which is good. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
 

References in introductions are not mentioned . Suggestion is to give references in 
introduction. In references et al is to be used after the name of SIX authors , but researcher at 
places has used after 3 r 4 authors names and this requires correction. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly communications? 

 

 
 
The language in scientific way is correct  

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Correction in tables and references required(As per Vancouver style of writing the references). 
 

 

 
PART  2:  

 

 
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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