Response to the reviewers

We read the reviewer's opinions regarding our manuscript, entitled
“Assessment of Disease Activity in IBD: Non-Invasive Biomarkers and
Endoscopic Scores” by Rodrigues BL and colleagues, that we sent for
publication in the World Journal of Gastrointestinal Endoscopy. We would like
to thank the reviewers for the opinions and we have worked thoroughly to
answer the issues raised and to improve the quality of our manuscript.

We have prepared below a list to answer the reviewers’ comments, and we

hope that our paper is now suitable for publication.

Reviewers' comments

Reviewer #1

This is an interesting article addressing an

Specific Comments To important clinical issue. The manuscript is well

Authors: written and | recommend it be accepted as is.
Scientific Quality: Grade B (Very good)

Language Quality: Grade A (Priority publishing)

Conclusion: Accept (General priority)

Answer: We thank the reviewer for the opinion and the recommendation to be

published.

Reviewer #2

Specific Comments To . . .
It's a comprehensive review.

Authors:

Scientific Quality: Grade C (Good)

Language Quality: Grade B (Minor language polishing)
Conclusion: Accept (General priority)

Answer: We would like to thank the reviewer for the comment. The language

has been thoroughly reviewed throughout the manuscript.



Reviewer #3

Specific Comments To Well designed with a fluent style. | recommend
Authors: it to be published in this journal.

Scientific Quality: Grade B (Very good)

Language Quality: Grade A (Priority publishing)

Conclusion: Accept (General priority)

Answer: We appreciate the reviewer’s opinions.



