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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 functional approach to evaluate lung function was quite poor: more conclusive
results could have been obtained If the author has addressed the issues of
FEV1/FVC, TLC (total lung capacity), RV (residual volume) and DLCO (diffusion).
However the results of the study are to some extent interesting, Authors should
include at least in discussion section this comment or similar regarding limitations
of their lung function evaluation

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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