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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This case report provides valuable insights into the complex interaction between cardiac, hepatic, and 
renal dysfunction in patients with rare comorbidities such as extra-hepatic portal vein obstruction 
(EHPVO) and rheumatic mitral stenosis. This case report illustrates how multi-organ involvement can 
complicate diagnosis and management in these patients, highlighting the need for multidisciplinary 
approaches. This report is crucial because it documents a rare clinical scenario and explains the 
pathophysiological links between the heart, liver, and kidneys, which are often interdependent. I 
appreciate the manuscript's comprehensive description, which could guide clinicians in managing 
similarly complex cases in clinical settings. 
 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Yes, the title is appropriate.  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

Here are a few suggestions related to the abstract. Including the patient’s clinical outcome could 
provide closure and emphasize the practical impact of the management approach. Mentioning specific 
diagnostic tools (e.g., echocardiography, imaging for portal vein thrombosis) could enhance 
understanding of how the diagnoses were established. 

 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Yes. The structure and sub-sections are appropriate  

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

This case report demonstrates scientific rigor through its comprehensive and systematic analysis of a 
rare and complex case involving cardiac, hepatic, and renal dysfunction. The authors meticulously 
document the patient's clinical history, diagnostic workup, and management approach, providing clear 
and well-supported interpretations of each step. The manuscript's strength lies in its logical discussion 
of pathophysiological mechanisms, that are grounded in current literature and relevant clinical 
guidelines. Overall, the level of detail and the structured presentation of evidence make this work both 
scientifically robust and technically sound, providing a credible contribution to clinical knowledge. 
 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 

Yes, they are appropriate  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
Yes, it is suitable. 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Consider revising the abstract portion to highlight the case information mentioned earlier   
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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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