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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Within more than just three years, two distinct nomenclatures, namely MAFLD and
MASLD, have been proposed sequentially. It becomes important how do we address the
newly defined MASLD. Should we adopt the new nomenclature but stick to the
boundaries defined for MAFLD or adopt some of the newly defined terms such as
MetALD and ALD within the spectrum of MASLD/NAFLD. There appear to be
disparities in the nomenclature, definitions and implications on the management and

outcomes. The author has very well addressed these issues.




