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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.


	This manuscript addresses a clinically relevant but underreported scenario: pulmonary balloon valvotomy in patients with complex anatomy where standard balloons are ineffective or unsuitable. By presenting cases across a wide age spectrum, including elderly and pediatric patients, it highlights a practical interventional alternative in challenging settings. Although limited by its nature as a small case series, the report provides useful procedural insights for interventional cardiologists facing resistant pulmonary valve stenosis. The manuscript contributes incremental but meaningful real-world experience rather than proposing a change in current guidelines
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript
	

	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.


	The abstract is generally clear, well structured, and consistent with the manuscript

Minor suggestions:

· Explicitly state that this is a case series.

· Slightly temper the concluding sentence to reflect the descriptive and exploratory nature of the evidence.

· Consider briefly mentioning gradient reduction in qualitative terms for consistency.

No major revisions are required


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound

The clinical reasoning behind balloon selection, procedural sequencing, and staged management—particularly in the case with RV dysfunction and ASD—is appropriate and aligned with current guideline-based practice. The technical descriptions are clear and plausible

However, some statements in the discussion imply superiority of the Accura balloon beyond what can be supported by a three-patient case series. Softening the language to reflect feasibility and potential usefulness rather than superiority would improve scientific balance.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and generally up to date, including appropriate guideline documents and supporting literature on balloon pulmonary valvotomy and the Accura balloon. While not mandatory, inclusion of any recent review or larger adult series (if available) could further strengthen the background context.


	

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


	The manuscript is understandable and technically clear, but it would benefit from language editing: there are long sentences, minor grammatical inconsistencies, and some repetition, particularly in the discussion section. A professional language review would improve readability and overall presentation


	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The figures are relevant and support the procedural narrative, though figure legends could be shortened and standardized.

2. The discussion is thorough but somewhat lengthy for a case report; selective condensation could improve focus.

3. Emphasizing the role of the Accura balloon as a bailout or complementary device, rather than a replacement for standard balloons, would strengthen the manuscript’s clinical positioning.
The manuscript presents a small case series describing the use of the Accura balloon for pulmonary valvotomy in patients with challenging anatomy across different age groups. The topic is clinically relevant and the procedural descriptions are of interest to interventional cardiologists managing resistant pulmonary valve stenosis. However, given the limited sample size and descriptive nature of the report, conclusions should be carefully framed to avoid overstatement. Minor revisions focusing on language refinement, clarification of ethical statements, and moderation of claims regarding device performance are recommended before further consideration
Recommendation: Minor Revision

The manuscript is clinically relevant, technically sound, and suitable for publication after minor revisions focused on language refinement and moderation of conclusions
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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