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Some revision of the English language is needed. There are some parts of the paper

where it is quite difficult to make sense of some sentences English edit will help to

improve the quality of the manuscript. To mention as several as below: “bed side”

should be “bedside” “gut microbioma” should be “gut microbiome” It is not
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professional to use “It's” in academic writing. “it deserve to be further explored” is not
correct in grammar. “evidences” is not correct. It is uncountable noun. “allow determine
the exact concentration” is not correct in grammar. “susceptible of poor accuracy” “of”
should be “to” “A related issues concerns” is not correct. “many other metabolic

pathway” is not correct. “Main responsible of fetor hepaticus” is not correct.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This manuscript addresses the use of VOCs in diagnosis of liver diseases. The title is

suitable and does reflect the substance of the work. The abstract is informative and

does reflect the salient features of the work. The key words are appropriate. The

introduction is suitable and lays the appropriate background for the subject. The
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methods are unclear specifically relating to the methods of selection of the papers to
be reviewed. Were there any selection criteria or is this just a review of all the available
papers. The discussion falls short of clarifying the subject . It needs to be more in
depth highlighting the specific findings . The conclusion is actually very good. The
authors did a good job at clarifying the importance and the reliability of the

different studies.
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We appreciate the Reviewer’s comments.

Concerning the search methodology, the pertinent studies were retrieved from
MEDLINE using the following search terms: [(exhaled breath analysis OR electronic
nose) AND (liver disease OR liver cirrhosis)]. Only English-language studies were

considered. To identify additional studies, manual searching of bibliographies from
6
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gathered articles and reviews was also performed. Case reports, letters to editor and
commentaries, when adding relevant information, were also considered. This

information has been added at the begin of “Study Analysis and Discussion”.

With respect to the discussion, we understand that the paragraph presenting and
discussing the different studies (Study Analysis) could appear shorter than expected, but
it should be considered that most of the findings have been presented and synthesized in
the Tables 1 and 2). However, we agree with the Reviewer that this paragraph deserved
some integration, and we have now changed its title to “Study analysis and discussion”
and discussed more comprehensively some of the main studies which had been only

cited in the previous version of the text.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

In this Editorial, Authors critically review the importance of exhaled breath analysis,

using new technologies, in pathology and diagnosis of liver diseases. The manuscript

is easy to read, provides useful information for medical doctors and other readers.

Specific comments It seem to me that Tables 1 and 2 need slight modification. 1. Table 1.
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I do not see the differences between Compound and Molecules. Thus Columns 1
(Compound) and 2 (Molecules) should be combined. Moreover, the name of column 3
(Explanation) should be changed. For instance: Metabolic disturbances. 2.Table 2;
Column 2 (Breath analysis) please change on Methods of breath analysis. Moreover: a)

some abbreviation are missing (for instance AUC), b) CPC is repeat twice.
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Thanks for the suggestions. Table 1 and 2 have been revised accordingly.



