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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 
 

      -Authors write in the Introduction: 
“About 70% of bronchogenic cyst produce some symptoms but 90% of mediastinal bronchogenic cyst are 
asymptomatic….” 
Comment: this cannot be true. Namely, if 70 % of bronchogenic cyst produce some symptoms, then 90 % of 
mediastinal bronchogenic cyst cannot be asymptomatic, especially because they are the most common (in 65-
90%). Authors must check this. 
 

- There are several abbreviations in the text. Authors must explain them the first time they appear or give 
abbreviation list at the beginning. 

 
- There are several grammatical errors that must be corrected. 

 
- Authors should explain the treatment outcome or at least a treatment plan (for example, surgical removal 

is planned) if it was not already done 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

- Authors write in the Case report section:: 
“All blood parameters were normal” 
Comment: they should at least  give a list of these parameters and not neccessarily give their values. 
 

- The references are mostly old. Some more recent references should be added. In addition, they must be 
written in an uniform way and in accordance with Author guidelines. For example, list of the first six 
authors should be written followed by et al. and not only three authors, like in this text. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 

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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