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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Here, the Authors present and comment the results of a well conducted study

exploring explore the value of ANGPTL8 for predicting MAFLD and its progression.

My main comment is: what could be the actual relevance of ANGPTL8 for clinical

practice? to my knowledge, this is not a routine test and it requires specialized

equipment. can the Authors comment on this? Two minor comments, in terms of style:

- there is no need, in my opinion, to report a sentence like the following: Among the 160

patients, 80 patients were diagnosed with MAFLD, and 80 patients did not have MAFLD.

it would better read as "Among the 160 patients, 80 patients (50%) were diagnosed with

MAFLD". this can apply to several other sentences in the Results. - there is no need to

state p>0.05 if a comparison is not significant. Better to report the actual p-value

instead.
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