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	Review article on the topic of percutaneous closure of post-infarction ventricular septal rupture. Your synthesis of current practices, outcomes, and device-related considerations offers great value to both clinicians and researchers.

To strengthen the manuscript prior to potential acceptance, we suggest the following revisions:

1. Include a literature search strategy: A brief outline of how sources were selected (databases, keywords, inclusion criteria) will enhance transparency.

2. Revise the abstract: Simplify technical terms and emphasize clinical relevance and key takeaways.

3. Clarify figures and tables: Please revise captions to include data source and ensure headers (e.g., in Table 2) are consistent.
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