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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 
 

Reviewer’s comment 
This manuscript described the diagnosis and treatment of foreign bodies of the airway in children at a tertiary care center in 
Gujarat, India. I could scan it, and this manuscript may be helpful to pediatric and ENT doctors.   
My suggestions and questions are as follows; 
#1. Contents that should be described in Discussion were mentioned in Observations and Results. 
1) These results are similar to the case series from the Nagoya city university ……… 
2) In the Cohen et al. series, 50% of the cases were treated within 24 hrs. and 74% by 10 days [6]; 26% of the cases were 
treated between 10 days and one month, and the rest were more than one month. Studies by C. Jackson et al. [7] and 
Harboyan G. et al. [8] …… 
3) In the Dale G. Johnson series [9], coughing, choking …… 
4) Site of lodgment of the foreign body: literature citation should be discussed in the Discussion. 
These parts should be mentioned in the Discussion. Describe the Results section without the cited references. 
#2. Significant digits.  
The number of patients was 58. Accordingly, the second figure after the decimal point is meaningless. The most common age 
group between 1-2 years of age, 48.3%, is better than 48.27%. Please change the figures in the whole manuscript and Tables. 
#3. Conclusions: peanuts in children under three years old.  
I understand that parents should not give peanuts to children under three years old. 
The authors described that children should be cautiously given hard food items like seeds or nuts. How cautiously? A clear 
description is necessary. 
#4. Characteristics of airway foreign bodies in India. 

I hope to comment on the characteristics of foreign airway bodies in India. Reviews and comparisons of literature from India and 
other countries may be interesting. 
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