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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 
 

The article must be rewritten in order to get a better overview about what the authors want to 
present in the manuscript.  
There is no a clear objective in this CASES PRESENTATION.  
Authors must define firstly what are the objectives to present this manuscript. 
Secondly, authors must reorder the presentation and development of the manuscript, while 
highlighting what are the classic descriptions by Echo, MRI, etc in this kind of cases.  
Besides that, authors must support all precise information cited into the article with the most 
proper REFERENCE citations in order to accurately validate the info.  
Additionally, if the idea is to describe the surgical technique to approach the giant left atrium, I 
highly recommend the authors to review the several techniques as LEFT ATRIAL REDUCTION.  
Along with all the above, the close association with thrombus formation and stroke should be 
emphasized. 
LA appendage involvement should also be mentioned in these cases. How it works as a 
compensatory chamber and how much the LAA exclusion may affect the cardiac performance, etc.  
The manuscript should be newly written including all these recommendations.   

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Additional comments can be read in the main document. 
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 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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