
 

 Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 

Journal Name: Cardiology and Angiology: An International Journal 

Manuscript Number: Ms_CA_85777 

Title of the Manuscript:  
RARE CASE OF SARS COV2 VIRUS (COVID 19) ASSOCIATED INTRA MYOCARDIAL  HEMATOMA AND ROLE OF DIAGNOSTIC IMAGING. 

Type of the Article Case study 

 
 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(https://www.journalca.com/index.php/CA/editorial-policy ) 
 

 
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 
 

 There are some unnatural parts in the English language. I would appreciate it if you could correct it again by a native 
speaker. 

 The word thrombus and the word hematoma appear in the text, and I have a feeling they refer to the same event. Am I 
misunderstanding? 

 Page 3, 2
nd

 paragraph in the discussion section. You mentioned “after that increased permeability and spasm of 
myocardial vessels which lead to rupture and finally thrombus formation occurred”. Please explain what part of the 
laboratory information in the text makes this possible. 

 Although only a cine image of the cardiac MRI was presented, it is an important image for this case report, so I would 
like you to present and describe other sequences of images as well. 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 The texts in the figure are too small to read. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
I thank you for allowing me to review this valuable case report. 
After reviewing the contents, I have the following comments, which I would appreciate if you could refer to them and correct them. 
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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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