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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. 
 

  

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

 

  

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. 

 

  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
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. 

  

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

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

 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

1. Please mention the type of cardiac surgery and the reason behind late presentation in abstract 

section 

2. Kindly explain “anoxic discomfort” 

3. Kindly explain the right to left shunt across VSD with normal saturation 

4. Kindly mention the severity of pulmonary stenosis, comment on pulmonary venous return and 

size of left atrium and ventricle  

5. Kindly mention the CT findings about aorto-pulomary collateral 

6. Kindly use the term aorto-pulmonary collateral instead of bronchial collaterality 

7. Please mention whether pulmonary valvotomy was done or not 

8. Please mention why right atrial approach was not preferred as infundibular approach has lots 

of known complications 

9. Please reframe this sentence - In this era, the diagnostic of TOF is usually achieved during 

childhood. when compared to 50 years ago, a review of ToF cases demonstrated that 17, 6% 

of the studied population were more than 25 years old at the time of diagnostic 

10. Please reframe this sentence - .In fact, our patient was living anormal life with troubling 

symptoms. 

11. Please change this term - anatomo-physiology 

12. Please clarify this sentence - Mechanisms that explain longevity in patients who remained 

undiagnosed and survived to their adulthood may be attributed to having a small pulmonary 

artery 

13. Please use ToF instead of “tetralogy of fallot” in this sentence-  Cardiac catheterization is 

essential in managing tetralogy of fallot in adults 

14. Kindly reframe this sentence- A delayed diagnostic can postpone treatment. Generally, 

patients receiving tetralogy of fallot repair are anticipated to have excellent results [7]. 

Nonetheless, surgical management of TOF frequently causes anatomical and functional 

abnormalities in the majority valve regurgitation and right ventricular dysfonction. 

15. Kindly reframe this sentence- The higher mortality in adults than the pediatric group is caused 

by prolonged RV dysfunction and pulmonary artery poor development, resulting in long-

standing cyanosis affecting the quality of life 

16. Kindly reframe this sentence. Also mention why this patient has less chance for need of 

pulmonary revalvulation-  Patients need lifelong following-up after reparation, taking into 

consideration that almost all of them will undergo pulmonary revalvulation, that the 

management of asymptomatic patients will essentially depend on their age, and that 
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physiological exploration should be considered in these patients at high risk of rhythmological 

complications before anyreintervention 

17. Kindly reframe this sentence - Adults with ToF who had a repair procedure often experience 

significantly poor mental health as well [10].The psychological effect interferes with daily life 

activities, but it also majorly influences the treatment plan. The burden also extent to negatively 

affects patients’ professional career and family members. 

18. Kindly check the spelling mistakes in references and reframe the references in properly 
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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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