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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

As a review paper, the authors should clearly describe how the listed studies in their 

paper have been selected, i.e. based on what criteria have they performed their literature 

search for this review. For each of the health utilities assessment tool, the authors should 

describe in more detail the scoring system and the implications of lower vs high score. 

Although SF36 and HUI are more complicated in terms of number of questions to be 

addressed by individual patients, it should be discussed that ED-5D-5L, with only 5 

questions have major limitations on assessing final details of patient's' helath ultulity 

indexes.   
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This review elaborated  the health utility scores and  Health Utilities Index scores for 

the normal population and chronic liver disease patients.Overall the article is well 

organized and its presentation is good.In addition ,the novelty ,clinical relevance, and 

scientific importance is acceptable. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Major revisions: In the mini-review, the author summarized the health utility scores. It 

had summarized the findings of previous studies examining health utility evaluations in 

patients with chronic liver disease, and the results showed the EQ-5D-5L is the most 

popular questionnaire for health utility assessments.  However，What are the unique 

insights that this study presented? What are the key problems in this field that this study 

has solved? What are the innovative points of the manuscript, compared with the 

existing research?  Neither in the introduction nor in the discussion was clearly stated.   

Minor revision: The methods and results sections are not clearly distinguished. 

 


