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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 

correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 

the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 

should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 

Report of neonatal cardiac tumors with prior 
intrauterine diagnosis is always relevant.  
 
1. The text is very poorly written (excessive 
spacing errors between words, very succinct and 
with a big "imbalance." In other words, despite the 
succinctness there is more literature review than 
discussion peculiarities of the case. 
 
2. The title surgery the tumor is multinodular 
("Pearls") and it is only two tumor masses. In 
addition, "cardia is more related as an opening that 
connects the esophagus and the upper part of the 
stomach. 
 
3. The introduction failed to present clearly the 
rationale of the case report. 
 
4. The description of the surgery is inadequate, 
and the copy I received thought the photo quality 
could be improved. 
 
5. The discussion contains only one sentence about 
the reported case ("Our patient underwent surgery 
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due to its location in the RV outflow tract.") 
 
6. References need to be standardized formatting. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

Reviewer Details: 

 

Name: Anonymous  

Department, University & Country University of São Paulo, Brazil 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


