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Compulsory REVISION comments

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.

It can be difficult to distinguish between pulmonary hypertension and primary
pulmonary artery hypertension in young people. Since many people are thought to have
PH as aresult of structural heart disorders, which delays diagnosis and treatment, many
patients with PPH remain underdiagnosed. To enable prompt diagnosis and treatment,
every patient who presents with a suspicion of pulmonary hypertension should have a
thorough workup completed.

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

YES

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.

YES

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

YES

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.

Diagnosing primary pulmonary hypertension (PPH) and sinus venosus ASD in younger
patients is a significant challenge. The diagnosis of pulmonary hypertension (PH) in
younger patients remains a significant diagnostic challenge. This is a unique instance
of a young girl who first appeared to have a probable sinus venosus atrial septal defect
(ASD) with eisenmengerization. However, after extensive testing, it was discovered that
the girl actually had PH with SLE.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
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No. Discussion Part needs addition of few references.
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Is the language/English quality of the article YES
suitable for scholarly communications?
Optional/General comments
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