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Compulsory REVISION comments

1.

CRITIQUE

In general, this paper isfairly well written. However, there
are anumber of mgjor concerns that detract from the overall
effort. Among them are:

Presentation of methodologies: It is still unclear why the
concentration of Mch was used to assess the utility of the
Penh as a secondary readout for the airway hyper-
reactivity. If the Mch is the gold standard to assess the
airway hyper-reactivity, it should be clearly descripted.
If there are other indexes as the gold standard to assess
it, it should be explained in detail why the Mch was
used. Moreover, the description of Mch seems to be less
and unclear considering the importance of the tables in
this study.

Contents of methodologies: It is still unclear why the
dose response of the three experiments were not
assessed. Correlation between Penh (and/or Mch) and
severity of the arway hyper-reactivity should be
anayzed, if possible. It should be reconsidered.

Prospect: To practicalize the Penh as a readout for the
airway hyper-reactivity in the future, the optimal cut-off
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value should be analyzed and/or discussed in this study,
if possible. For example, using ROC curve may be
helpful.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional /General comments
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