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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 case report is of extreme interest to the scientific community. It is written in a clear and objective way, allowing an
easy understanding of the above.

In order to provide a more enriching manuscript, | suggest some changes.

- Introduction: Provide epidemiological data on the clinical condition mentioned in the case report, in order to provide
information such as the worldwide prevalence of the discussed disease. Furthermore, | suggest that the authors provide
more information about the possible etiologies of the disease, both genetic and acquired, in addition to the
aforementioned (atherosclerosis);

- Discussion: Briefly discuss the protocol used for the management of the reported clinical condition, in order to inform
the criteria for choosing the drug and for the procedures adopted. It is of fundamental importance to use the most current
references to support the conduct and the study of the clinical condition studied, given that the studies are constantly
evolving, in order to improve our knowledge about the disease. | noticed that the most current reference is from 2015.

Minor REVISION comments

| suggest that authors review the journal's author guidelines. Some points regarding the structuring of the manuscript
need to be adjusted.

Optional/General comments

This manuscript is very good, needs a little revision.
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