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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This is a very well done review about the use of different imaging tecniques in the phenotyping of 

enphysema. Differently from other review published  on the same issue, authors focused also on 

nuclear imaging. I would suggest only minor discretionary changes: - what about the use of OCT in 

airways disease? Is there a role in phenotyping emphysema? Is it possible to add a paragraph on this 

issue?
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

1. please specify how long did the procedure last 2. did you use preoperative antibiotics and which? 3. 

please clarify more in details which was the post-op course of the patient, and in particular: - when 

was the patient extubated - which antibiotic was used and for how long - which was the course of 

bowel movements - when was the patient allowed liquid and solid diet - if the patient had fever and 

for how long
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

this is a very comprehensive and interesting review Main concern is its lenght and the number of 

figures. Perhaps some of that could be in an online supplement 
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