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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. 
 

The temporary pacing is the most important par in case of cardiac problems. This article aims 
to evaluate the safety, effectiveness and feasibility of insertion of a temporary pacemaker 
without guidance by cardiology fellows. The article also explains the importance of internal 
jugular, subclavian, femoral, or brachial veins usually can be used for insertion. The article 
demonstrates that cardiology fellows can perform this procedure without image guidance with 
great success and a low complication rate. 

 

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

 

The title may be modified as “Study on unguided temporary pacing via the jugular vein: safety, 
effectiveness and practicability” 

 

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. 

 

Some statistical data can be added regarding “ there are often not enough cardiologists or 
access to catheterization laboratories or echocardiography” 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Literature Review is missing in the article. Also the methods to be described in detailed manner. 
Conclusion may be modified by mentioning the success rate of the Case Study 

 

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. 

The article “Study on unguided temporary pacing via the jugular vein at the Mohamed VI 
University Hospital of Marrakech: safety, effectiveness and practicability” appears to be good in 
view of temporary pacing required for patients in some critical conditions. The case study has 
shown remarkable success rate of  99.71% . This may be considered in primary and secondary 
healthcare settings but under the observations of experienced Cardiologists  

 

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

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 
Quality of language to be improved 
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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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