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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Abstract is properly written and concise. It highlights the
objective of the study and conclusions are drawn.

1. Introduction: is appropriate.
2. Materials and methods

Replace “Patients and Methods” for “Materials and
Methods”

To facilitate understanding of the text, divide this
section into sub-sections. Before starting the text,

insert sub-section “2.1: Study Population”

Replace "Augest” and "Octobar" by "August" and
"October”

Inform if the control group was also composed of
obese children, or children with adequate weight, or

both.

Insert sub-section “2.2: Blood sampling and
biochemical assays”

Replace “EASIA” by “ELISA”
Insert sub-section “2.3: Laboratory evaluations”

Insert sub-section “2.4: Statistical analysis”

Firstly, I would like to thank the reviewer for his
positive comments.

These modifications were done according to
reviewer instructions, see attached manuscript
highlighting lines.

These modifications dorecording to reviewer
instructions see attached manuscript.
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3. Results

In the text the authors report that there is no
statistical difference in the levels of bilirubin (T / D),
albumin, creatinine, triglycerides and leptin.
However, in Table 2, the p-value for these tests is
<0.0001. Please check the information.

In the text the authors report that GGT levels are
significantly higher in NAFLD patients than in the
control group. However, in Table 2, GGT levels are
higher in the control group. Please check the
information.

The results expressed in Figures 1, 2 and 3 are
already expressed in Table 2. The suggestion is to
eliminate the first three figures.

There are too many Figures in the results. The ideal
would be to limit the amount of Figures and Tables to
five at most. Thus, the suggestion is to eliminate
Figures 4, 7, 9 and 10, because the same information
is already in the text. Figures 5, 6 and 8 can be
maintained.

We check our results and modify the significan
expression in Results section.

The significant differences were observed in HDL,
bilirubin (T, D), albumin, creatinine, ALP, T.
cholesterol, triglyceride and Leptin. Also regarding
to fasting glucose, plasma insulin, HOMA, ALT, LDL,
GGT and CRP were significantly higher in NAFLD
patients than control subjects, see attached
manuscript highlighting lines.

There was overlapping regarding the value
GGT between the control group and the ca
group.These modifications done, see attached
manuscript highlighting lines.

We eliminateFigures 1, 2 and 3 according to
reviewer instructions, see attached manuscript

We eliminateFigures 4,7, 9 and 10 according to
reviewer instructions, see attached manuscript
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4. Discussion: is appropriate.
5. Conclusion: is appropriate.

6. References

These modifications donecording to reviewer

Th f publication of each ref this in th
¢ year o) proiration of €ach reierence His m e instructions, see attached manuscript highlighting

wrong place. Check the wording of references.

lines.
List the first six authors followed by et al.
Minor REVISION comments
Optional /General comments
The text needs minor grammatical corrections. We revised the manuscript regarding the

grammatical €rrors.
An informed consent was obtained from [all

patients’ parents. The study was carried out in
accordance with the principles of the

Declaration of Helsinki, and its appendices,
and local and national laws. Ethigal

committee approval was taken from El Sahel
Teaching Hospital. 6\‘

If there any ethical issue, please clarify.
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