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	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.


	This manuscript addresses a critical need for noninvasive, cost-effective tools to assess liver fibrosis in NAFLD patients, a condition with rising global prevalence. By evaluating platelet count and platelet indices such as MPV, PDW, and PCT as potential markers of fibrosis, the study offers accessible diagnostic alternatives to liver biopsy, especially valuable in resource-limited settings. The findings provide insight into the pathophysiological link between hematological parameters and hepatic fibrosis, reinforcing the clinical utility of readily available blood tests. As NAFLD becomes increasingly prevalent among younger populations, particularly in regions like the MENA, this study contributes valuable data to support early detection and monitoring strategies in clinical practice.
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	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.


	🟡Partially. The abstract includes a good overview of the background, methods, and key findings. However, it can be improved for clarity, flow, and completeness.

Here are a few specific suggestions:

🟢 What’s Good:

· Presents a clear aim.

· Outlines the grouping and methodology.

· Highlights key findings and conclusions.

🔴 What Can Be Improved:

1. Add study design in the first sentence: e.g., "This cross-sectional study..."
2. Simplify technical terms: For instance, “platelet indices such as MPV, PDW…” can be briefly explained in simpler language for broader readership.

3. Avoid redundancy: "Platelet count correlated with platelet count..." (this might be a typo).

4. Clarify conclusion: The last sentence feels a bit rushed. You could split the message for better emphasis — one sentence for the conclusion, another for its clinical relevance.
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	YES. 

Use of standard indices:
The calculation of FIB-4, APRI, and HOMA-IR follows accepted formulas and enhances the scientific validity of the results.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	OKAY
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



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



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)


	


Reviewer details:

Md. Ashiqur Rahman, Novus Clinical Research Services Limited, Bangladesh

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


