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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
In the case report , the authors describe a patient with frozen shoulder after COVID-19

Vaccination . The occurrence of frozen shoulder has strong correlation with vaccination,

which is consistent with clinical diagnosis . But this case is not very rare.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The clinical case described in the manuscript submitted to me for review is well

presented from a clinical point of view. I have a few considerations to make: 1. The type

of vaccine used is not specified: AstraZeneca, Pfizer, Moderna, others? 2. line 181: “All

laboratory test results were in the normal range”: it is preferable “All laboratory test

results were within the reference values” 3. Are similar phenomena known in subjects

vaccinated on the same day with the same vaccine and the same lot?




