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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? 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 

This is generally a well-written and comprehensive article regarding the left ventricular 
noncompactation, a pathology that may sometimes be fatal. I consider that the findings are 
interesting and that this case report can make significant contributions to clinical practice I 
recommend to emphasize much better the particularities and the original elements of the study. 
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