Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Scientific Research and Reports 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JSRR_149939

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Exposure to Organic Volatile Substances as an Independent Cause of Nonalcoholic Fatty Liver Disease in Workers who are in Direct Contact with the Coke Production Process and the Purification of Raw Coke Gas

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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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 paper looks at a potential influence of chemical substances that workers in the coke industry come into contact with on the health of the liver of the workers. For this, a control group and an experimental group of 31 persons each were formed. Ultrasound findings (US) of the parenchyma of the liver, pancreas, gall bladder and bile ducts and findings in regard to laboratory markers of liver function (aspartate aminotransferase (AST), alanine aminotransferase (ALT), gamma glutamyl transpeptidase (GGT), total bilirubin, lipid status - cholesterol and triglycerides) in serum were used. It was found that the results of the control group and the experimental group differed significantly. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	As it is not clear whether the relationship is between specifically organic volatiles and fatty liver diseases, one may seek a more general title such as Exposure to Chemical Substances as an Independent Cause of Nonalcoholic Fatty Liver Disease in Workers who are in Direct Contact with the Coke Production Process and the Purification of Raw Coke Gas
	

	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 is very comprehensive. In the first sentence (background), replace “The doubt…” with “A doubt…” 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript provides a certain insight, however, crucial data is missing to evaluate the overall results (see below).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The most current citation is of 2015. So, more recent literature may be sought for by the authors. The first reference is incomplete (missing volume and page numbers).
	

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


	In general, the English of the article can be readily understood.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I believe that a better structure of the manuscript would be benefit the reader. For instance section 3. Results starts off with: The obtained results indicate that the research was conducted on a total sample of 62 participants. The sentence itself seems strange, as it is part of the experimental set-up, and should not be duplicated in the results section (as should not be the next sentence, either).  
It needs to be clarified which test results (ranges of values) were deemed normal and above/below which number the test results were deemed abnormal.

While the reviewer understands that due to the (rather small) size of control and experimental groups as well as the different composition of the two groups (gender and age average) the results may have some uncertainty, they are of interest.

Workers in the coke industry, who are part of the production process, come into contact with different chemicals (solvents, effluents, etc.) depending on their designated job. The exposure is not limited to volatile organic compounds (in fact the authors themselves mention ammonia), but can include liquid organic solvents for cleaning and exposure to solid particulate matter (as two examples). A short paragraph on methods of exposure to chemicals in the coke industry would be beneficial. Also, it would help to understand whether the workers in the experimental group were rotated to different processing jobs and whether workers who have the highest exposure to chemicals also exhibit on average the largest deviations from the norm in their medical results.

I am not sure whether the authors are restricted to give out this information, but a geographic location (eg., country or region) of the coke operation in the title of the manuscript or in the text would be of benefit, as coke industries in different locations are subject to different regulations (eg., see binding EC regulations).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

Yes, in a study like this an informed consent form is needed from all participants (namely that they consent that their data which comes from medical check-ups is being communicated in form of this research)
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