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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The importance is high because intracardiac masses could cause life-threatening complications. But the authors have to make comparison between different groups with different causes of masses to make the appropriate conclusions. Moreover, the authors mentioned about the comparison of means and variables, which is not discussed in Results.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is acceptable
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	I suggest to compare groups with different causes of intracardiac masses
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Other questions are attached in commentary.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not sufficiently recent. The authors should search for current literature.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The language is not sufficiently high quality.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1.
Abbreviations: Abbreviation for intracardiac masses is ICMs, for intracardiac thrombi is ICT, what does it mean ICD, IBD, TIM, MIC?

2.
Did you compare any variables?
“Qualitative and quantitative variables were assessed in terms of frequency and mean plus or minus standard deviation. Comparison of means and percentages was carried out using Pearson's Chi2 test with a significance level of p = 0.05” –

 I cannot see any comparison of variables in the text of the manuscript. You could compare, for example, groups with thrombotic masses and non-thrombotic masses, or, preferable, Groups: Intracardiac thrombi, Vegetations, Tumours.   What comparison have you made? If you didn’t perform comparison, you should not mention it in Data processing and analysis

1.
The author didn’t mention about the Loeffler endocarditis as a cause of thrombi in their patients. It is well-known that the prevalence of Loeffler endocarditis is high in Africa. Was it included in the group of infective endocarditis (IE)? The pathophysiology of this disease differs from IE. 

2.
Figure and Table – the language should be corrected.

Figure 1 – please, text in English, not in French

Table 1 –text should be in English

3.
Some discrepancies about mortality.

“General characteristics of the population”

“Among the 1,066 patients admitted during the study period, there were 80 patients with intracardiac masses, representing a hospital frequency of 7.5%.”, then you report that “Mortality was therefore very high, with a total of 108 patients dying, including 20 during hospitalisation (25%).” ?

1.
There is no Ethical Committee Approval in the text of the manuscript. 

2.
Some discrepancies about the retrospective or prospective character of the study


Patients and method


This was a retrospective descriptive study conducted in the cardiology 
department from 1 January 2011 to 31 March 2013.


Discussion  


Limitations and constraints of our study 


Although this study was prospective, several difficulties were encountered

References should be updated
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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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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