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	Author’s Feedback (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.


	This paper covers an important and interesting area concerning patients with dextrocardia, which is not commonly encountered in everyday clinical practice. I believe it is essential to have a focused discussion on the specific aspects of interventions in patients with dextrocardia. Additionally, I consider it important to remind general cardiologists about the diagnostic challenges in patients with dextrocardia and suspected acute myocardial infarction.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	yes
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper you have read is very interesting and, with some revision, can be considered very promising.

1. I believe that, to begin with, the authors must decide on their learning points and clearly state them (a few, 2–4, at the beginning of the discussion) in order to clearly highlight what needs to be learned from the presented case report (I do not consider "the first documented intervention on the LAD in a patient with dextrocardia" to be one of them).

It is necessary to much more clearly state the indications for coronary angiography and intervention, justifying the decision to proceed with interventional treatment. Is this an acute occlusion? Is it a chronic total occlusion? What type of acute coronary syndrome (if it was an acute coronary syndrome at all) did the patient have?

I consider this primarily an interventional cardiology case report, and it is necessary to more clearly emphasize the specifics of interventions in dextrocardia, mainly based on previously published literature, so that future readers can obtain targeted relevant information from a single paper.

I also believe it is important to specifically highlight the interventional differences and possible complications to which patients with dextrocardia are prone, as opposed to those with situs solitus.
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