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reliable? No 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The authors have written an important editorial on Crohn's disease of the small intestine. 

The English is fluent and good. The classical markers used in the diagnosis of the disease 

are given. Then new and possible options are discussed. The editorial could be a good 

guideline. New markers need to be studied more especially in preclinical studies. It may 

also be useful to examine these markers in large patient data with clinical observation. It 

would be useful for the authors to suggest in the discussion section that these 

biomarkers should be examined in both preclinical and clinical studies. Another point is 

that a table is needed for the readers to understand this beautiful editorial more quickly. 
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My suggestion is that the 1st part of the table should be classical biomarkers and the 2nd 

part should be possible and/or trend biomarkers. In the table the authors can also give 

the advantages and disadvantages of older biomarkers (Example: not specific, but fast 

and cheap). Similarly, they can give advantages/disadvantages for new biomarkers or 

potential biomarkers. For the advantages and disadvantages they are not sure about, 

they can put a ? sign in the table. The keywords in the abstract should be ranked 

alphabetically. All abbreviations should be listed in the text, with the long form first. The 

page ranges of the articles in the references are not consistent. For example, in some 

places it is written as 1540-1555, while in others it is written as 1540-55. Please correct 

this situation according to the journal's reference rule.In addition, article selection 

preference and exclusion criteria should be written in the method section of the 

submitted study. The databases from which the scanned articles were selected can also 

be written. It is observed that authors include rigorous and important articles in the 

editorial. They also did not cite unnecessary references. Therefore, it is a very good 

compilation that will not tire the readers.  


