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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 paper deals with a case of an 18-year-old girl presenting with bronchospasm. 
Her complaint was caused by asthma. The case is interesting; however, there are 
some comments which need to be taken into account: 

1- The abstract is general. The case of the patient should be mentioned 
2- The lung function tests were the key for the diagnosis in this case. This 

should be highlighted in the case presentation and in the title.  
3- In the case presentation, please add, if possible, the results of some other 

investigations such as chest X-ray, skin allergy tests.... 
4- Please add the initial treatment after the diagnosis of asthma (inhaled 

corticosteroids?) 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Please do mention the figures in the main text. 
The Fig.3 is useless. It is better to delete it.  

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The case report deals with the diagnosis of asthma in an 18-year-old girl with 
bronchospasm. The main point is the contribution of the lung function tests and this 
has to be better emphasized by the authors.  

 

 
 

PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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