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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The manuscript titled "Efficacy and Safety of Biologics in Primary Biliary Cholangitis: A Systematic Review of Experimental Treatments" thus provides an important synthesis of current evidence regarding biologic therapies of Primary Biliary Cholangitis (PBC) as an area of increasing clinical interest due to the shortcomings of UDCA. This work is an important addition to the scientific literature, particularly concerning alternative treatment routes, especially for patients who are no responders to first-line treatment. The review is inclusive, methodologically sound, and timely, thus making for great help to both researchers and clinicians.
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	Yes, the title is accurate and reflects the core content of the manuscript.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract clearly summarizes key points including background, methods, results, and conclusions. A small addition about the types of study design (RCT, cohort) would add transparency.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript adheres to the PRISMA 2020 guidelines, the data extraction is detailed, and the synthesis has been well organized. The results are interpreted logically and appropriately supported by references.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is noteworthy to mention the extensive and up-to-date references (many appear in the years 2023–2024) that belong to the relevant scope. There is no real cause to add any extra references.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes, the language is scholarly and clear. Minor copyediting may improve fluidity in a few sections, but overall, it meets publication standards.
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	It might be valuable for the authors to think about extending their discussion with a short section on emerging biologics in development and a visual summary of key findings, for instance a comparison table or a graph.
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