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	PART  1: Comments


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

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 of great importance to the scientific community as it presents a novel deep learning framework for the accurate detection and quantification of liver steatosis using multi-view ultrasound imaging. The proposed approach offers a significant advancement over traditional ultrasound methods by providing consistent, objective, and reproducible assessments which do not heavily rely on operator expertise. Additionally, the framework incorporates explainability modules which enhance transparency and clinical trust in the diagnostic outcomes. This work contributes to improving early detection and monitoring of fatty liver disease, potentially enabling better patient management and treatment outcomes worldwide.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The current title — "Deep Learning Framework for Accurate Detection of Liver Steatosis" — is clear and descriptive but it could be improved for specificity and impact.

A suggested alternative title could be:
"An Explainable Multi-View Deep Learning Framework for Robust Ultrasound-Based Detection of Liver Steatosis"
	

	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 fairly comprehensive as it addresses the importance of liver steatosis detection, the limitations of current ultrasound techniques, and the advantages offered by the proposed deep learning framework including multi-view inputs and explainability.

However, I suggest the following additions to improve its clarity and completeness:

a. A brief statement of the study's objective or hypothesis near the beginning.
b. A succinct description of the dataset used or the scale of data to give a sense of the study's robustness.
c. A concise mention of key results or performance metrics achieved by the model to indicate effectiveness.

Possibly a note on clinical implications or future application briefly mentioned in conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	1. The dataset size and diversity are sufficient and clearly described.
2. Validation is thorough and includes clinician comparison or external benchmarks.
3. Limitations of the study are transparently discussed.
4. Statistical analyses and performance metrics are must be clearly reported.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references in the manuscript appear to be generally sufficient and cover recent advancements in deep learning applications for liver steatosis detection, with citations from 2023-2025 reflecting current state-of-the-art research. Key studies on AI-enhanced ultrasound imaging, convolutional neural networks, and diagnostic accuracy in liver disease are included.

You must add references for pure research at least 25
	

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

	The language quality of the article is generally adequate for scholarly communication, conveying technical concepts clearly and professionally. However, there are occasional issues with punctuation, spacing around abbreviations, and sentence clarity which could be improved to enhance readability and formal tone. Polishing these aspects will help the manuscript meet the high language standards expected in international academic journals.





	

	Optional/General comments

	This manuscript discusses an important topic in the detection of liver steatosis using deep learning methods with a multi-view ultrasound approach and explainability features. The scientific content is strong with advanced methods and relevant clinical applications. The references are fairly recent and appropriate.
However, it requires:

More detailed explanation of the dataset and validation methods.

Language refinement for clarity and formality.

Addition of some recent references to strengthen the background.
Overall, the manuscript is suitable for publication after revisions to improve quality and completeness.
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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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