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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The letter to the editor attempts to emphasize the diagnostic utility of plasma IgG4 levels 

in IgG4-related spinal pachymeningitis (IgG4-RSP), but it does not provide any 

substantial new insights beyond what is already well-documented in the literature. 

While the discussion acknowledges the limitations of relying solely on IgG4 levels for 

diagnosis, it does not explore alternative biomarkers or imaging techniques that could 

enhance diagnostic accuracy. The letter primarily summarizes previous findings without 

offering a novel perspective or expanding meaningfully on the case report by Chae et al. 

A more thorough discussion of how IgG4 levels correlate with disease severity, 

progression, and treatment response would have strengthened the argument. 

Additionally, the mention of meningeal biopsy as a diagnostic tool is valid, but the letter 

does not elaborate on the specific histopathological criteria that differentiate IgG4-RSP 
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from other forms of hypertrophic pachymeningitis. This omission leaves the discussion 

somewhat incomplete, particularly for clinicians seeking clearer diagnostic guidelines. 

Another significant shortcoming is the limited discussion of immunopathogenesis, 

which remains broad and lacks depth in explaining the molecular and cellular 

mechanisms underlying the disease. While the letter briefly mentions potential 

mechanisms involving autoantibodies, T-helper type 2 inflammation, and transforming 

growth factor-beta signaling, these hypotheses are presented in a general manner 

without linking them to clinical implications or therapeutic targets. Moreover, the letter 

does not address treatment strategies in sufficient detail, despite the importance of 

managing IgG4-RSP effectively. Given the chronic nature of the disease and its 

responsiveness to immunosuppressive therapy, a discussion on the efficacy of 

corticosteroids, biologics, or other immunomodulatory treatments would have been 

valuable. The absence of a strong concluding statement summarizing key takeaways and 

suggesting future research directions further weakens the impact of the letter. To 

enhance its contribution to the existing literature, a more detailed exploration of 

diagnostic limitations, pathogenesis, and potential therapeutic strategies would have 

been beneficial. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This letter presents a comprehensive and scholarly commentary on a previously 

published case report concerning IgG4-related spinal pachymeningitis (IgG4-RSP), a rare 

and complex condition characterized by inflammation of the spinal pachymeninges. The 

authors adeptly summarize the key diagnostic challenges associated with this condition 

and highlight the intricate complexities involved in interpreting elevated levels of 

plasma IgG4, a marker often implicated in various autoimmune disorders. The 

organization of the letter is logical and coherent, effectively addressing its primary 

objectives with clarity and precision. It identifies the limitations of existing diagnostic 
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methods, particularly emphasizing the critical necessity for histopathologic confirmation. 

This is vital, as a definitive diagnosis of IgG4-RSP relies on histological findings that can 

distinguish it from other similar conditions, thereby ensuring appropriate treatment. 

However, several aspects could benefit from enhancement: 1. Clarification of the Letter's 

Novelty: While the commentary is informative and contributes to the ongoing discourse 

in the field, the authors would benefit from more explicitly articulating how their 

insights provide new perspectives. A clearer delineation of how these insights transcend 

a mere reiteration of known limitations regarding serum IgG4 measurement would 

enhance the letter's contribution to existing literature. 2. Expansion on Biopsy and 

Pathology Interpretation Recommendations: Although the importance of histopathology 

is acknowledged as a cornerstone of accurate diagnosis, the letter could be significantly 

strengthened by including practical approaches for conducting biopsies, detailed 

examples of pathological morphology, and guidance on the interpretation of histological 

slides. Such information would be invaluable for clinicians navigating differential 

diagnoses and would provide concrete recommendations for obtaining and analyzing 

meningeal biopsies in suspected cases of IgG4-RSP. Given the rarity and complexity of 

IgG4-related diseases, incorporating insights from prior cases would greatly enrich 

clinical practice and enhance the clinician's toolkit. 3. Provision of Evidence for Proposed 

Explanations: While the suggested explanations for the observed phenomena are 

intriguing and thought-provoking, their overall value remains limited without 

evidential. Providing supplementary data or references to clinical studies that bolster 

these explanations would significantly enhance their credibility and applicability in 

clinical settings.  
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

After carefully reviewing the revised manuscript and the responses to the reviewers' 

comments, I am pleased to confirm that the authors have effectively addressed all 

concerns raised during the review process. The revised manuscript demonstrates 

significant improvements, and the authors have successfully incorporated the necessary 

revisions, enhancing the clarity, depth, and impact of their work. The authors have 

meticulously responded to the reviewers' suggestions, providing well-reasoned 

explanations and making appropriate modifications where necessary. Their attention to 

detail and commitment to improving the manuscript are commendable. The revised 

version exhibits a well-structured presentation, strengthened arguments, and a more 

comprehensive discussion of key aspects, making it a valuable contribution to the field. 

One of the strengths of the revised manuscript is the clarity with which the authors have 
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addressed critical issues pointed out by the reviewers. They have ensured that their 

explanations are precise and that any ambiguities from the initial version have been 

resolved. Furthermore, the authors have provided additional supporting evidence, 

reinforcing their arguments and ensuring that the manuscript meets the highest 

academic standards. These refinements make the paper even more impactful and 

informative for readers. The manuscript now presents a well-organized structure, with 

coherent sections that flow seamlessly. The authors have enhanced the discussion by 

integrating relevant literature, clarifying complex concepts, and ensuring that all claims 

are adequately supported by evidence. The introduction provides a strong contextual 

foundation, the methodology is robust and clearly explained, the results are 

well-presented, and the discussion effectively interprets the findings in light of existing 

research. These improvements significantly strengthen the overall quality and 

readability of the manuscript. Additionally, the authors have addressed language and 

formatting issues, improving the overall readability of the paper. The revised 

manuscript is now free from inconsistencies, making it easier for readers to follow the 

arguments. Their responsiveness to the reviewers' comments highlights their dedication 

to producing a polished and refined final version that meets publication standards. 

Given these comprehensive improvements, I am confident in recommending this 

manuscript for publication. The authors have fulfilled all necessary revisions and have 

produced a manuscript that is well-prepared for dissemination within the academic 

community. Their diligent efforts in addressing reviewer feedback ensure that this work 

contributes meaningfully to the field. Recommendation: Accept for Publication.  

 


