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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 
 

 
 
On Reviewing article I would like to make following comments: 
1.The authors mentioned patient had tenderness in abdomen and pleural effusion 
,ascitis however have not explained the significance and cause of these findings. 
2.authors have not mentioned Details of surgical procedure and whether the cyst got 
ruptured accidentally neither have they mentioned in what situations likelihood of 
anaphylaxis risk becomes high. 
3.They mentioned hydrocortisone was given before surgery but did not mention 
whether it is be given Routinely or there was any special reasons specific to this 
case. 
4.They have described the case report under several subheadings which is not the 
usual format used by most of the journals for manuscripts for case reports  
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
The manuscript may be accepted for publication with minor changes 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
The steps described by the author are same routine steps which everyone uses for treating 
cardiogenic shock subsequent to ruptured hydatid cyst and there is nothing special in the 
case report or in the discussion that would generate further interest of readers So author 
should put in more efforts to bring out something special to make the article valuable  
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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) 
 

 
 
 

 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
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