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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer's comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
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Compulsory REVISION comments

Its Ebstein Anomaly, Not Ebstein’s anomaly.

Terminology “Severe ASD” was used in multiple places. There is no such term as
severe ASD.

Diuretics in ebstein are usually used to offload heart and prevent or treat failure.

1* line of discussion “The cardiac abnormalities, such as pulmonary valve stenosis
or atresia, atrial septal defect, or ventricular septal defect, might cause Ebstein
anomaly.” None of these are causes of Ebstein, rather these are associated
findings or part of complex congenital anomalis.

In nursing monitoring daily vitals measurement should have been highlighted along
with ECG as they have high risk of rhythm abnormality.

Minor REVISION comments

Line 4 of Abstract “The female patient who is 25-years was admitted” could have
been stated as “25 years old female patient was admitted...”.

Line 8 of abstract spelling “confirmed” is wrong. There are multiple spelling
mistakes throughout.

Using ‘For 2 months” makes better sense than “since 2 months” in abstract and
intro as its grammatical mistake.

Surgical treatment is a major modality in Ebstein which should have been
mentioned in discussion and preparation and recovery period nursing management
needs to be discussed.

Optional/General comments

Good presentation and discussion. Some aspects as mentioned above should be revised
and discussion should be improved and nursing care in case of medical as well as surgical
management should be elaborated more.
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