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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. An international task force of 13 gastroenterologists from six countries conducted a Delphi process to reach a consensus on the nomenclature and diagnostic criteria for seronegative coeliac disease and chronic non-coeliac enteropathies in adults.
2. The consensus was reached on the diagnostic criteria for NCEs, which can be attributed to two main clinical scenarios: forms of CD presenting with negative serology, and NCEs with different underlying aetiologies.
3. Discriminating between seronegative CD and NCEs is key to avoid unnecessary lifelong gluten-free diet, treat disease-specific morbidity and contrast poor long-term outcomes.
[bookmark: _Toc3]Article rating:
Appears well balanced: The article presents the information in a reliable and balanced way, without biases and prejudices. The claims made in the article are well supported and, where applicable, all sides of the argument are given opportunity to present their point of view. The article appears trustworthy and reliable.
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The article is generally reliable and trustworthy as it is based on an international task force of 13 gastroenterologists from six countries who conducted a Delphi process to reach a consensus on the nomenclature and diagnostic criteria for seronegative coeliac disease and chronic non-coeliac enteropathies in adults. The authors have provided detailed information about the methods used in the study, which adds to its credibility. Furthermore, the article has been published in Gut, an established medical journal with high standards of peer review. 
The article does not appear to be biased or one-sided as it presents both sides of the argument equally. It also provides evidence for its claims by citing relevant studies and research papers. Additionally, there are no unsupported claims or missing points of consideration in the article that could lead to bias or partiality. 
The only potential issue with this article is that it does not explore any counterarguments or alternative perspectives that may exist regarding this topic. However, this does not significantly detract from its overall trustworthiness as it provides sufficient evidence for its claims and presents both sides of the argument fairly.
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· Seronegative coeliac disease diagnosis
· Non-coeliac enteropathies in adults
· Delphi process in medical research
· Gastroenterologists consensus on nomenclature
· Clinical implications of seronegative coeliac disease
· Alternative perspectives on seronegative coeliac disease
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