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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	Yes, this manuscript has the precise, systematic and specific of the original article and important for the scientific community. I like this manuscript because author evaluated deeply about the food allergies, particularly “cow’s milk protein allergy (CMPA)” while author suggests that oral immunotherapy represents an innovative therapeutic option for persistent and severe cow’s milk protein allergy, also explained very well.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is suitable title. No need change to new one.


	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Yes, Comprehensive.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. This original manuscript is scientifically correct. 

2. Because this will explain the cow’s milk protein allergy (CMPA) very well.

3. The present study is the case report further explained the importance of identifying at-risk patients, particularly those with a strong atopic background and high IgE sensitization.
4. At the same time, this manuscript suggests the early identification of EoE signs and protocol adjustments are essential to prevent complications.
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	 Yes, the references were sufficient and most of the references were recent. 
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes, it is suitable for scholarly communications.
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	1. Some sentences need proper sentence formation.
2. This manuscript contains subsections and proper structure in appropriate level.
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