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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

In this manuscript, the authors systematically summarize the relevant studies on serum 

and fecal bile acid profiles to evaluate intestinal dysbiosis and conclude that the 

DCA/(DCA+CA) ratio in stool and serum is a valuable marker for detecting intestinal 

microbiota imbalance without enterobacterial genetic analysis. However, the conclusions 

of this paper are not very accurate. It is necessary to systematically analyze a variety of 

intestinal flora and metabolic disorders related diseases, and analyze the metabolic 

system of bacteria related to previous diseases to ensure the accuracy of the conclusions.    
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

I think that the manuscript is well written. I ask the authors to read my suggestions and 

to include a few important facts in the introductory part of the paper. I wrote in which 

direction to discuss. After that the paper could be accepted for publication.  What are 

the new hypotheses that this study proposed? What are the new phenomena that were 

found through experiments in this study?   What are the unique insights that this study 

presented?    What are the questions that this study prompts for the authors to do next? 

How might this publication impact basic science and/or clinical practice? 

 


