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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
The title of the article is "Analysis of influencing factors for hepatic fat accumulation

diagnosed by MR mDIXON-Quant imaging in patients with type 2 diabetes mellitus".

The authors conducted a cross-sectional study was carried out among the T2DM patients

hospitalized in the endocrinology department of the first affiliated hospital of Soochow

University from January 2017 to March 2018(Suzhou, China). This study aimed to

investigate the influencing factors for hepatic fat accumulation in patients with type 2

diabetes mellitus (T2DM). It sounds interesting, however, there are some concerns that

need to be addressed. I have the following comments, 1. For the multivariate

analysis, please clarify the methods for variables selection in model. The association or

casual inference is their aim the confounding factors according to previous knowledge

should be included to the model for appropriate effect estimation. A stepwise selection

might not appropriate for the variable selection. The collinearity and goodness-of-fit

analysis should be performed and show in the results. For variable and model selection,

please refer to these articles: I. Heinze G, Wallisch C, Dunkler D. Variable selection - A

review and recommendations for the practicing statistician. Biometrical J [Internet]. 2018

May 1 [cited 2020 Oct 22];60(3):431–49. Available from:

/pmc/articles/PMC5969114/?report=abstract II. VanderWeele TJ. Principles of

confounder selection. Eur J Epidemiol [Internet]. 2019 Mar 15 [cited 2020 Oct

22];34(3):211–9. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1007/s10654-019-00494-6 2.

Please provide flowchart of participants. Additionally, include full details of how the

authors handled missing data and outliers in the ‘Methods’ section. 3. In “Methods”

part, how the authors selected baseline characteristics and laboratory values for included

in analysis? 4. There are a lot of typos and grammatical errors that should be checked

carefully and corrected throughout the manuscript.
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My previous concerns had adequate addressed. Overall quality of this manuscripts has

improved significantly. I have no additional comments.
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