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Describe correctly the inheritance pattern Describe a DNA or protein level the 

genotype/phenotype of the variants What was the genotype in each patient with respect 

his/her treatment, it should be mentioned Was there genotype/treatment respond? 

What was the evolution of the disease (AATD) in each patient? Unfortunately 

meta-analysis was not done, this had enriched the manuscript
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Well written narrative review The prisma diagram shows 31 papers included, but you 

mention 32 case reports and 4 case reports? A recent cochrane review on intravenous 

alpha-1 antitrypsin augmentation therapy for treating patients with alpha-1 antitrypsin 

deficiency and lung disease, recommended that evidence was not sufficient for the use 

of augmentation therapy. Although this is not for panniculitis, may be worth discussing 

in your discussion section
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Good reveiw  However, quality of papers were low mainly case report/series  Can the 

authors suggest reason(s) for poor response to steroids/steroid sparing agents to reduce 
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