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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 
 

 
 

Authors reported Sacubitril/valsartan in advanced heart failure: is it just a 
matter of 
contractility or are there effects on the pulmonary circulation? A real life 
monocentric 
experience. The manuscript is good innovative and would add more novelty 
to the  literature. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
-The authors need to add the novelty of their work with respect to knowledge in the field of 
 
this study. 
-The current study should be explained and compared with the results of similar studies. 
- I suggest displaying the main results in graphs for ease of clarification. 
- I suggest expanding the statistical treatment of the results and including more statistical 
parameters. 
- All the references should be written according to the type of the journal. 
- In most places. English must be polished and manuscript should be formatted. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
The manuscript is generally interesting and well written. My overall opinion on the text is 
 
positive and good enough to be published in the JPRI after minor revision. 
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PART  2:  
 

 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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