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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This manuscript discusses the types of amebic liver abscess, pathogenesis characteristics,

clinical manifestations, diagnostic methods and so on, which is of some significance.

However, there are several points that need to be revised and improved, such as the

abstract should be able to reflect the main content and viewpoints of the full text; the

database source, time, and selection of the literature should be provided; the discussion

part should also summarize the content of the review, and it should have its own

viewpoints and reflections; because it is a review, the references should be mainly in the

last three years. It is suggested to publish it after revision and improvement.




