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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Congratulations for providing such a large batch of patients with Stress 

Cardiomyopathy, a situation not common to ICUs. Also, the study design and 

management are commendable. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

1.The retrospective observation study is about a case series of patients with stress 

cardiomyopathy (SC) which is often under-recognized. It firstly reports and compares 

incidences, characteristics, complications and outcomes of SC stratified by the type of 

units (CCUs and MSICUs ). When patients develop sudden or worsening unexplained 

hemodynamic instability, arrhythmias or respiratory failure, intensivists should have a 

high index of clinical suspicion for SC. 2.The title reflects the main subject of the case 

report well. The abstract summarizes and reflects the main subject of the study. The key 

words reflect the focus of the manuscript.  3.The manuscript adequately describes the 

background, present status and significance of this study.  4.The authors should 

correct/rewrite some words: all “underrecognized” and “underreported”may be 

corrected to “under-recognized” and “under-reported”. 5.Line 34, “49” should be 

corrected to “forty-nine”. L 40, “needing” should be corrected to “needed”. L 211, 

“echocardiographc” should be corrected to “echocardiographic”. L 247, “Point of Care 

Ultrasound” should be deleted. 6. In Fig. 1, is it "day" or other things for "time for 

diagnosis" ? 7. References are sufficient.  8. The manuscript is well, concisely and 

coherently organized and presented. 9. The manuscript met the requirements of 

biostatistics and ethics. 

 


