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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. Arethe 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)

The above case report identifies a rare complication of pericardiocentesis. The following are my
comments:

1. The abstract doesn’t mention about the RV perforation which is the main point of the case
report.

2. What were the presenting complains? It is not mentioned.

w

It is mentioned that the patient was monitored with central venous catheters. How many CV
catheters were used, and if more than one was used for monitoring then why?

On mentioning the vitals, what is TA, and no units were mentioned.
Was sedation not used, causing the patient to feel pain and move brutally?
There is a spelling mistake — sinusal tachycardia?

Kindly point in the figure 1 where is the RV clot
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Kindly elaborate on the point that post op followings were simple

Overall, it is a rare case report, worth reporting.

Minor REVISION comments

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

Optional/General comments
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