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PART  1: Review Comments 

 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 
 
 

 The number for 2 groups must be according equation and I see it is low. 

 There is more sensitive marker called sensitive sCRP. 

 Inclusion criteria must be clear and added. 

 Albumin quantity in liver disease is low and with or without oedema and in 
your paper almost no change in 2 groups in albumin quantity so why don’t 
take CRP alone without CAR ratio. 

 NLR and CAR are nonspecific and generalized for  many disease and most 
infections as mentioned in many articles as SBP. 

 In my opinion all markers must take in consideration and ascetic fluid 
bacterial culture and resistance must take in consideration. 

 You cannot take NLR and CAR as specific marker only for SBP cirrhotic liver. 

 The correlation is present significant positive, but it is low 0.4 less than 0.5.   
 

 

 
 
Revision made 
 
 
 
Done 
 
Corrected 
 
 
Done 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 

 The conclusion is the same in abstract and manuscript that must be more 
detailed. 

 The conclusion must take in consideration other markers. 

 According this patients number cannot judge NLR and CAR very specific for 
SBP cirrhotic liver. 

 
 

 
Done 

Optional/General comments  

 English language revision. 

 References revision. 
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his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  

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

 
 
 

 


