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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The two criticisms reported to the article by Li et al. are proper and correct. They appear valuable to 

examine in depth the topic of liver fibrosis evaluation.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

In the letter to the editor, the authors carefully studied the article by Li et al and gave two criticisms 

from the perspective of methodology. First, the authors suggested that subcostal approach would 

give better results than intercostal approach in terms of determining the elasticity of the liver. Second, 

it is better to mention the length of the biopsy material and the number of the pieces of the portal 

tracts. The criticisms are reasonable and rigorous.  
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