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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 

1. Yes. It is relevant for scientific community 
2. The title is suitable to article 
3. The abstract is comprehensive 
4. The subsctions and structure are appropriate 
5. The manuscript is scientifically correct 
6. The references are sufficent and recent 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
1- The language is suitable for scholarly communications 

 
Interesting case where it deals with a specific anesthetic procedure in a patient with arrhythmogenic right 
ventricular dysplasia. Patients with this clinical condition have an increase in arrhythmic events 
associated with stimulation of adrenergic receptors. The case describes a possible better benefit of 
surgical procedures when anesthesia was performed with remimazolam. I would like to discuss some 
details to contribute to the paper: 
 
1- A good review was carried out on heart disease and its peculiarities of ventricular arrhythmias. I 
believe that despite the pathology being relatively uncommon, it is important to know its evolution. 
2-I would like to suggest the same precautions in the review of remimazolam: detailed pharmacology, 
duration of action, half-life, main indications. 
3-associate the indication of remimazolam and discuss the possible advantages in patients with right 
ventricular heart disease (lesser beta-adrenergic effect?/ better in association with other anesthetics?) 
4- would there be advantages in the association of beta blockers to reduce the incidence of arrhythmias? 
5-despite the low incidence of right ventricular heart disease, which possible future study would the 
authors propose to adequately answer the questions 
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