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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

Minor REVISION comments
An interesting case series linking Blastocystis to urticaria reaction.
Minor comments:

- Would authors recommend routine stool examination in the evaluation of patients
with urticarial? If so, under what specific settings/ situations?

- Photomicrograph of a Blastocystis from one of the patients should be provided.

- Is the organism identified by routine microscopy? Any special confirmatory test
required?

- Why was tinidazole used instead of metronidazole?

We recommend routine stool investigation in any patient with chronic urticaria
and eosinophilia.
Unfortunately, no Blastocystis photomicrograph of the concrete patients is
available.
The microorganism was identified by routine microscopy. We do not have
other equipment and possibilities.
Tinidazole is a pereferred medication since it provides better patients’
compliance.

Optional/General comments
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