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	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 authors present a clinically valuable and well-documented case report addressing an important challenge in the management of rheumatic mitral stenosis—performing percutaneous balloon mitral valvuloplasty (PBMV) in the presence of left atrial thrombus. Their work highlights a carefully executed approach using anticoagulation and a modified procedural technique, which resulted in a favorable outcome. This contribution is commendable, as it adds to the growing body of evidence suggesting that selected patients with thrombus may still be candidates for PBMV under specific conditions.
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	The authors could be described the structured protocol or criteria for switching from warfarin to heparin are provided and how the decision to proceed after three days of heparin was clinically justified. In my opinion that is a very important point of discussion
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	The manuscript is scientifically correct
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	Some grammatical errors and awkward phrasings (e.g., “using can be performed safely”, “a little bit decrease of thrombus size”).
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