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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The author compares the intestinal flora at the terminal ileum of NLH patients with 

healthy subjects and reports the difference. Although it is a disadvantage that the 

number of subjects is small, 30 cases in total, it is very interesting because there are no 

reports focusing on NLH. The discussion is also interesting to read. The minor problems 

are described below.  1) Abstract should be written in a more understandable way, 

summarizing the points of interest. Especially the result is too long.    2) Figure 2B and 

Figure 4A are not shown in the text. 3) At the end of the conclusion, "can effectively 

improve" is an overstatement. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

1. In the method segment why you are taken variable test group like 11 male and 4 

female, you should take same male and female in test group, and also your sample size 

is too less for any significant result. 2. Rest is good and nicely described in discussion 

portion. 

 


