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	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	This case report highlights a rare and clinically significant presentation of hypersensitivity pneumonitis accompanied by spontaneous pneumomediastinum and pneumopericardium. This report expands the current understanding of the disease spectrum and emphasizes the importance of detailed occupational exposure assessment, appropriate imaging, and timely diagnosis. By documenting this rare manifestation and its favorable response to corticosteroid therapy, this report provides valuable clinical insights that may assist clinicians in recognizing and managing similar cases in the future.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title needs to be revised to make it more appealing. The title is too long. The word "interesting" is too subjective and not strong enough for a case report. Another title I suggest is: “Hypersensitivity pneumonitis presenting with spontaneous pneumomediastinum and pneumopericardium: a case report”
	

	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.


	The abstract covers basic components such as objectives, case description, and clinical outcomes, but lacks important diagnostic details such as specific HRCT findings, bronchoalveolar lavage results, and relevant occupational exposure history. In addition, scientific terminology and clinical significance of this rare complication still need to be strengthened. Therefore, the abstract requires major revision to improve scientific clarity, completeness of diagnostic information, and contribution to the medical literature.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript is scientifically accurate and consistent with current medical knowledge and diagnostic guidelines regarding hypersensitivity pneumonitis and its complications. The clinical interpretations and conclusions presented are scientifically acceptable and supported by clinical, radiological, and bronchoalveolar lavage findings. However, the scientific strength of the manuscript is still limited by the lack of additional diagnostic details and a more comprehensive discussion of pathophysiology, so revisions are needed to strengthen its academic validity and publication quality.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Overall, the references used are relevant to the topic, but their currency needs to be improved by adding the latest literature. The completeness of the references is also not optimal, especially regarding the mechanism of pneumomediastinum and developments in the diagnosis of hypersensitivity pneumonitis. In addition, references to key international guidelines need to be included. 

	

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


	The English quality in this manuscript is generally understandable, but does not yet fully meet international scientific communication standards. There are still several errors in grammar, terminology, and sentence structure that need to be corrected. The manuscript requires comprehensive editing to improve its clarity and academic quality.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript still requires major revisions to improve its scientific quality, particularly by adding more complete diagnostic details, strengthening the discussion of pathophysiology and differential diagnosis, updating and supplementing references, and improving the quality of the English to meet international scientific communication standards.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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