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Dear Editor

The case was followed up carefully and the results were written up. however, some
unclear points were found in the manuscript and these points are listed below.

The patient has mitral valve disease and scleroderma. These two facts alone make
the case interesting. Although there are some radiologic patterns for the diagnosis
of venoocclusive disease, it cannot be said that this is the clear diagnosis for this

patient.

How many months after the operation the patient was catheterized is important.
pulmonary artery wedge pressure is still high. without correcting this, it would not
be correct to say pulmonary hypertension due to scleroderma or venoocclusive

disease.

Was scleroderma treated? In this case it is important to treat scleroderma and lung
parenchymal lesions and PAB value could have decreased. There is no information

on this either.

Whether you have given specific treatment for PAH or not, you should have commented on this

Minor REVISION comments
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