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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. 
 

In terms of extrauterine pregnancy diagnosis, I expected more information about the benefits of 
MRI compared to CT scan or ultrasound as imaging modality. This case report highlights a 
missed diagnosis by ultrasound. Authors does not address the limitations of the imaging 
modalities that were used prior to the decision to use MRI. I propose going into further depth 
about the shortcomings of ultrasonography and CT scan in identifying extrauterine 
pregnancies, particularly those involving fetal demise. The most challenge in detecting 
extrauterine fetal demise is the lack of clarity in the sections of the foetus because of the 
deterioration that happens after the foetus passes away. Foetal heartbeat and movement cannot 
be acquired in fetal demise. However, contrast ultrasound scans still have good performance to 
obtain images of the cranium, humerus, and femur, among other bones. 

 

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. 

Even though ultrasound is the main modality used to diagnose ectopic pregnancy, MRI can 
occasionally be used to better analyse the condition and its implications. In order to confirm the 
diagnosis, ascertain anatomic interconnections and possible vascular connections, and 
evaluate placental adherence, MRI and CT scans can be helpful. MRI is better for accurately 
locating the placenta, identifying arterial feeders, and evaluating the placenta's attachment to 
the surrounding organs. Thus, CT scan and MRI are useful adjunct to ultrasound in the 
diagnosis and evaluation ectopic pregnancy. 
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