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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 case report highlights the importance of anticoagulation adherence in patients with mechanical heart valves and demonstrates the effectiveness of thrombolytic therapy in managing valve thrombosis. It also emphasizes the need for close monitoring and timely intervention to prevent complications. The report provides valuable insights for clinicians and researchers, and stresses the importance of patient education in preventing catastrophic events.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "Acute Obstructive Thrombosis of a Mechanical Aortic Valve: A Case Report of Thrombolytic Success and Coronary Embolic Complication" is informative and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. However, it could be further refined for better clarity and conciseness.
Alternative Title Suggestion

Thrombolytic Therapy for Acute Mechanical Aortic Valve Thrombosis: A Case Report with Coronary Embolic Complication.
The suggested title is more concise while still conveying the main theme of the manuscript. It highlights the use of thrombolytic therapy and the complication of coronary embolism, making it more appealing to readers interested in this specific topic.
	

	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.


	Abstract Evaluation:

The abstract is well-structured and provides a clear summary of the case report. It effectively highlights the diagnosis, treatment, and outcome of the patient. However, it could be improved by emphasizing the key implications and take-home message of the study.
Suggestions:

· Consider adding a sentence to emphasize the importance of anticoagulation adherence in patients with mechanical heart valves.

· - Briefly mention the outcome of the patient after the coronary embolic complication.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, well-structured, and provides valuable insights into the management of acute obstructive thrombosis of a mechanical aortic valve. I recommend acceptance with minor editing for clarity and consistency.

Overall Assessment:

The manuscript is a well-written and informative case report that contributes to the field of cardiology.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	 The references cited in the manuscript are relevant and sufficient to support the case report. The authors have included a mix of classic and recent studies, which provides a comprehensive overview of the topic. However, to further strengthen the manuscript, the authors may consider including more recent references (within the last 2-3 years) to reflect the current state of knowledge in the field.

Suggestions 

The references are relevant and sufficient, but could be updated to include more recent studies (within the last 2-3 years) to reflect current knowledge. Consider adding recent guidelines, such as the 2021 ESC/EACTS Guidelines, and studies on thrombolytic therapy in mechanical aortic valve thrombosis. This would enhance the manuscript's relevance and provide readers with the latest information.

	

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


	The manuscript is well-written, and the language is clear and concise. Minor editing is recommended to ensure error-free grammar, punctuation, and syntax. Overall, the language quality is suitable for scholarly communication with some polishing.

Recommendation
 Accept with minor editing. A thorough proofread would further improve the manuscript's clarity and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured, and the case report is interesting and informative. The authors provide a thorough review of the literature and discuss the implications of the case. The manuscript is suitable for publication with minor editing to ensure clarity and consistency. Overall, the manuscript is a valuable contribution to the field of cardiology
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