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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	This manuscript is significant for the scientific community as it addresses the perspectives of Indian clinicians on the use of ursodeoxycholic acid (UDCA), a widely recognized therapeutic agent in liver disease management. Given the high prevalence of metabolic dysfunction–associated fatty liver disease (MAFLD), alcohol-related liver disease, and cholestatic disorders in India, the findings are timely and highly relevant. The survey-based evidence from 519 clinicians provides insights into real-world practice patterns, dosing preferences, and therapeutic outcomes. Such data are useful in guiding clinical practice, informing policy, and strengthening guidelines for liver disease management in India.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, concise, and accurately reflects the content of the study. No change is required.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is well-structured and provides a clear summary of the objectives, methods, findings, and conclusion. It could be further strengthened by including more numerical results in the results section (e.g., percentage of experts preferring UDCA 300 mg BID).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is appropriate for the study design (cross-sectional expert survey), the statistical analysis (descriptive statistics) is correctly applied, and the discussion aligns with existing literature. The limitations are adequately mentioned, although highlighting the sampling bias in more detail would strengthen the section.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate, up-to-date, and relevant. They include international and Indian studies, systematic reviews, and consensus papers. A few more references on UDCA’s role in pediatric cholestasis and gallstone disease from Indian settings could further enrich the list.
	

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


	Yes, the English language is clear, scholarly, and grammatically correct. Minor polishing for conciseness could be considered but is not essential.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  Tables and figures are useful but may be improved with clearer formatting and consistent labeling.

  More details on questionnaire validation (psychometric properties) would add rigor.

  The discussion could better emphasize implications for public health and clinical guidelines in India.
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