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PART 1: 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 Such rare case presentations are very important in clinical practice. Its very important to take follow up
importance of this manuscript for the scientific of such patients and make clinicians aware on such presentation and differential diagnosis
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

Is the title of the article suitable? Its not unexpected. Any patient with known AF is vulnerable to embolic stroke and any altered

(If not please suggest an alternative title) sensorium patient can have stroke. The diagnosis may be not so common bur presentation s very
common.

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do Absract is upto the mark. it covers all the points of the article.so no changes are suggested.

you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some
points in this section? Please write your
suggestions here.

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please Yes. its correct. we are not going in details of criticism of management as per protocol. Whatever was
write here. done is presented well and in chronological order
Are the references sufficient and recent? If you Yes. references are published in duration of nearly 1999 to 2014. that is sufficient enough to support

have suggestions of additional references, please | the literature
mention them in the review form.

Is the language/English quality of the article Fe spelling mistakes are there like militus, infarcted. however its minor and easily rectified
suitable for scholarly communications?

Optional/General comments case article is good and rare so it is publishable in the journal.
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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)

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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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