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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 
 

exceptionally consistent with the gold standard i.e. histopathology   
The current gold standard for diagnosis of biliary atresia is histopathological examination of 
Liver Biopsy specimen, with reported diagnostic accuracy as high as 94% 
 Introduction is too lengthy ….  Make in brief  
 

 Gold   standard diagnostic method  is Intraoperative cholangiograme  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
In the case of biliary atresia, most infants are full-term, although a higher incidence of low 
birthweight may be observed 
 
 , whereas GGT levels are almost invariably determined only by liver and bile duct 
disorders 
 
, The Children’s Hospital & Institute of Child’s Health, Lahore in the duration of 6 months 
(2018-2019 

most infants  with BA are full-term, although a higher incidence of low 
birthweight may be observed 
\ 
whereas GGT levels are almost invariably ELEVATED only by liver and bile 
duct disorders 
 
, The Children’s Hospital & Institute of Child’s Health, Lahore  between (2018-
2019 

Optional/General comments 
 

Introduction Should Be Brief  And Discussion  Should Be Crisp  
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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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