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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 
 

 
 
1.  There are numerous “ Grammatical ” mistakes, so, corrections and language editing are 
obligatory (Major). 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1.  Capitalization of all letters in the “ Title ” and in “ Subheadings titles ” is unsuitable, 
please, change. (Minor). 
2.  the following sentence in “Abstract”;  “Herein we report a case of transradial angiography 
with …extra stiff wire.” is too long and bad-written. Please, reconstruct it into more than one 
sentence or summarize it. (Minor). 
3. Using of superscript numbered references in association with ref such as ( extremity

ref3
) is 

unknown in writing of references style. Please, change to ( extremity
3
) or in parentheses or 

square brackets and apply this for all. (Minor). 
4.  Also, using of superscript of figure citing inside the text such as (artery

fig1
) also unknown in 

citing the figures. Please, change to (Figure 3) in parentheses or square brackets and apply 
this for all. (Minor). 
5.  The author is accustomed to using inappropriate very long sentences such as the following 
sentence in “ Introduction ”;  “Radial artery access is associated with .. coronary intervention 
(PCI)

ref1
.” Please, apply the above point in the “ Abstract ” and apply this for all. (Minor). 

6. Please,  change the following sentence in the “ Case report ”; “Her preoperative 
echocardiography workup revealed severe left ventriculardysfunction[LVEF30%] ,global 
hypokinesia and severe PAH[PASP70MM] .” to “Preoperative echocardiography showed 
severe left ventricular dysfunction[LVEF30%], global hypokinesia, and severe PAH [PASP 
70mm]”. (Minor). 
7. The number of figures regarding the “ Case study article ” is too much. Maximum 2-3 that 
is enough. But if they are necessary to the article, the author can be collected in two figures 
and subdivided as; figure 1A, 1B, 1C, etc. (Minor). 
8.  Unfortunately, the author mentioned the study “ Results ” in the text of “Conclusion”. 
Please, the article “ Conclusion ” is the benefits of the study “ Results”. So, reconstruct your 
“Conclusion” depending on this base. (Minor). 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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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