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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 
 

 

This paper describes that percussion can be a valuable bedside aid in determining the cardiac size, borders and finding the 

presence and extent of pericardial fluid. With proper knowledge and experience, cardiac percussion can be a helpful tool in 

specific cardiac pathologies. The conclusion is that percussion can be a significant bedside help in deciding the cardiovascular 

size, borders, and tracking down the presence and degree of pericardial liquid. 

 
The number of words in the abstract is 323 words, which is too many for an abstract. Some sentences in the abstract 

should be revised and summarized to 150-200 words. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 

I notice some grammatical problems in this article: 

1. On Abstract line 1, I found “The growing abundance of technology in medical field has led to doctors' sensory de-skilling.” 

The noun phrase “medical field” seems to be missing a determiner before it. Consider adding an article “the medical 

field”. 

2. On Abstract line 2, I found “Percussion as a skill has lost from clinical practice.” It seems that you are missing a verb. 

Consider adding it “a skill has been lost”. 

3. On Abstract line 4, I found “Percussion is a very vital component in bedside examination of the patient.” It seems that there 

is an article usage problem here. Consider changing it “in the bedside examination”. 

4. In Introduction line 1, I found “There was a time when percussion was a very important component in clinical assessment 

of heart disease.” The noun phrase “clinical assessment” seems to be missing a determiner before it. Consider adding an 

article “the clinical assessment”. 
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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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