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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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 
 

 
Extensive proof reading of the manuscript is required and correction of grammatical 
mistakes as well as rephrasing of sentences to convey the meaning.  
 
Please mention how the screening for thrombophilia was done viz. sample , time of 
testing , reagents and equipment used. 
 
Please mention why the case report has been written. 
  

Corrected 
The interest of this article is to show that the surgical closure of the PFO 
should not be systematic in PFO  when there is a field of hypercoagulability, 
the medical treatment being sufficient . . I didn’t find  a lot of data on this 
association. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The figures at the end of the manuscript must be included in the case report. 
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Optional/General comments 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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