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

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

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

[Nota 1] As the morphological characteristics of AVs are usually assessed by transthoracic 
echocardiography (TTE) or transesophageal echocardiography (TEE), however, the differ-
ence in the diagnostic ability of these imaging modalities to detect TAV remains unclear 
(TAKEDA et al. 2013). 
 
[Nota 2] It is important to note a high incidence of post-implantation RA, which appears to 
be mitigated by sizing the transcatheter aortic valve TAV based on MSCT. Given the 
suboptimal echocardiographic results, further study is needed to evaluate long-term effica-
cy. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 
 
[Note 3] The results corroborate recent work by: TAKAGI et al., 2019. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 

 
[Nota 4] This case report study may contribute to the management of young and sympto-
matic patients with acute chest pain and a sequence of clinical, graphic and imaging exams 
prescribed for emergency diagnosis. 
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