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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Check for grammatical mistakes and extra spaces. A couple mistakes that I found: 
 In Abstract, in Conclusion: “and rate of VSR.A multidisciplinary team of...” Add space after full stop 
 In Introduction, 2nd page: “To the best of our knowledge no data are available…” Add comma after 

‘knowledge’ and change ‘are’ to ‘is’ 
 In Introduction, 2nd page: “the frequency of ventricular septal rupture in patients of acute myocardial infarction 

present” Change ‘patients of acute…’ to ‘patients with acute…’ 
 In Methods and Materials section: “Patients with any of the following conditions was excluded from this 

study” Change ‘was’ to ‘were’ 
 In Methods and Materials section: “Patients was followed during their hospital stay (maximum 7 days) and 

study outcome such as, Ventricular Septal rupture” Change ‘was’ to ‘were’ and delete comma after ‘such as,’ 
 In Methods and Materials section: “Confounding variables was controlled…” Change ‘was’ to ‘were’ 
 “Mean ± SD, minimum, and maximum was ….. Frequencies and percentages was  computed” Change ‘was’ 

to ‘were’ 
 “chi-square test or fisher exact test was applied” Capitalize/Change to “Fischer’s exact test” 
 In Discussion section: “regurgitation in approximately 5 percent cases” Add ‘of’ after ‘percent’ 
 In Discussion section: “1.3% ventricular septal rupture 60% were observed as defect in… evidence of left-to-

right shunt 40%.” Pluralize ‘rupture’ and ‘defect’. Add ‘was’ after ‘shunt’ 
 In Discussion section: “were smokers and Rate in ventricular septal rupture was significant in 

smokers” ‘Rate’ must be lowercase  

 

Optional/General comments 
 

  

 
PART  2:  
 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 

that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her 
feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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