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main subject/hypothesis of the manuscript? yes 2 Abstract. Does the abstract summarize 
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reflect the focus of the manuscript? yes 4 Background. Does the manuscript adequately 

describe the background, present status and significance of the study? yes 5. Discussion. 

6 Illustrations and tables - excellent 7 Biostatistics. Does the manuscript meet the 
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appropriate? yes 11. Research methods and reporting - fine 12. Ethics statements. pls 
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This is an very interesting and well-written literature review regarding the management 

of aortic coartation in adults. Excellent work, I congratulate the authors.   Title. The title 

reflects the main subject of the manuscript.  Abstract and Core tip. Both summarize and 

reflects the work described in the manuscript.   Key words. The key words reflect the 

focus of the manuscript.  Main manuscript Well-organized, easy to read and complete.   

Illustrations and tables. The figures and diagrams are sufficient, good quality and 

appropriately illustrative of the paper contents. Are permissions required?  References. 

The manuscript cites appropriately the latest, important and authoritative references in 

the introduction and discussion sections.   Quality of manuscript organization and 

presentation. The manuscript is well, concisely and coherently organized and presented. 

The style, language and grammar are accurate and appropriate. 
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Coarctation of the aorta (CoA) is a relatively common congenital cardiac defect often 

causing few symptoms and therefore can be challenging to diagnose. The author 

disscuss the clssification and morphology,dignosis,treatment.However, there is not 

enough new knowledge about CoA treatment and dignosis.I hope that authors could 

add new dignosis.Although, the manuscript is not enough new, it can give us the 

konwledge of CoA. 
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