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PART 1: Review Comments

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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

The subject of this case study is interesting. The writing style is good but can be improved more. The case
was presented in a good way with nice figures however | would recommend considering the below
revisions to improve manuscript:

For the title of case study, please change it to “A case study of COVID-19 vaccine associated myocarditis”.

For the abstract, please change “COVID-19-associated myocarditis” into “COVID-19 vaccine induced
myocarditis”.
| noticed that this case study is missing keywords section.

Minor REVISION comments

Does COVID-19 disease also associated with myocarditis or just its vaccine can cause this condition? Please add
an answer to this question to introduction part.

| would suggest adding a paragraph about possible hypotheses for COVID-19 vaccine associated myocarditis.

In case report section, what was the temperature record of the patient?

For figures 1, 2 and 3 please write down what each abbreviation stands for in the figure legend.

In the discussion:

- What the author means by the word “Comirnaty”. Did the author refer to the trade name of Pfizer vaccine?

- Please change b-blockers into beta blockers.

- | would suggest making the discussion section shorter.

For the conclusion, | would suggest rewriting this section in a better way.

Optional/General comments
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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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