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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 manuscript on "Takayasu Arteritis and its Complications" is significant for the scientific community 
as it sheds light on the clinical presentations, complications, and management of a rare and complex 
inflammatory vasculitis. Takayasu arteritis is often difficult to diagnose due to its nonspecific early 
symptoms, and this report provides valuable insight into its progression and the effectiveness of 
therapeutic interventions like angioplasty and conservative management. 
I appreciate this manuscript for its thorough documentation of two distinct cases that highlight the 
diverse presentations of the disease. Its discussion on diagnostic challenges and treatment options 
adds practical value to the understanding and management of Takayasu arteritis. Additionally, the call 
for further research underscores the ongoing need for deeper exploration into this rare disease. 
 

 

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

 

Title is ok  

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. 

 

Abstract is Ok but keywords need to be added  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Ok  

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 manuscript appears to be scientifically robust and technically sound due to its methodical 
approach in documenting the two cases of Takayasu arteritis. It follows established diagnostic 
protocols, such as using ECG, Doppler imaging, CT aortograms, and angiography, which are widely 
recognized as accurate methods for detecting arterial abnormalities. The treatment methods, including 
angioplasty and the use of Apixaban, are aligned with current therapeutic practices for managing 
vascular complications in Takayasu arteritis. 

 
Moreover, the manuscript provides clear references to relevant literature, strengthening its scientific 
foundation. The discussion on the disease’s pathophysiology, diagnosis, and treatment reflects a 
sound understanding of the subject, making it reliable for readers seeking detailed clinical insights. 
 

 

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

Yes  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 
 
Thorough checking to be done for minor corrections of words, Grammers etc 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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