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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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.


	The authors draw attention to prosthetic valve thrombosis and its sequelae in case of postoperative irregular intake of oral anticoagulant at any time. They are presenting a case of acute aortic prosthetic valve obstructive thrombosis. They tried thrombolytic therapy that was complicated
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	STUCK PROSTHETIC AORTIC VALVE: A CASE REPORT OF A COMPLICATED THROMBOLYTIC THERAPY.
	

	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.


	{surgical access is limited or contraindicated} surgical access either available or unavailable. If unavailable surgical access, transcatheter aortic valve replacement (TAVI) was also, unavailable. So it is better to be expressed as 
(Intervention other than thrombolytic therapy was unavailable)
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is scientifically correct 
But they did not mention why they did not refer the patient to the surgical team even if this was available somewhere else. The pressure gradient of 73mmhg indicates Urgent and not Emergent intervention
	

	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?


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	In the section of introduction, they described the patient as a young patient. in the next paragraph they mentioned the age as 69 years. 
The conclusion: three paragraphs and three references??????   It needs re writing without references 

The summary should be at the end of the discussion

You can remove the pedigree without any effect on your report especially as you did not have a permission to copy/past it.

Thrombolytic therapy was complicated with coronary emboli. It is a fatal complication. You did not mention the outcome of this trial. so, the trial is failed. There was No success
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