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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The authors present a clinical note reporting three patients with acute cerebral infarct 

without previous heart disease who suffered sudden death after administration of 

edarovone (a neuroprotective agent). The study is potentially interesting, but the 

manuscript can be improved according to the following suggestions:     1.Please 

change in the title and conclusion  “associated” to “possibly associated” as we do not 

have a necropsy study in any of the patients described.   2.Please change “positive 

Babinski sign” to “presence of Babinski’s sign” in the text.   3. Typographic error in the 

line 85 should be corrected (“babinski”)   4. It would be interesting to include in the 

Discussion a comment on the fact that differential diagnostic of the acute ischemic stroke 

etiology in the patients described may also be with a hematological disease. This is a 

noteworthy aspect that should be emphasized (Expert Review of Hematology 2016; (9), 

891-901). Add and comment on the reference.   5. Please check reference #1.     6. A 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

In this case series authors have discussed about the implications of Edaravone in 

patients with CVA. I have the following recommendations 1. Mention the NIHSS or GCS 

score of these patients 2. With multiple infarct in the first patient was embolic source 

ruled out? 3. What was the reason for using low dose statin for all the patients? 4. Why 

was ginko biloba used? is it a common practice there? 5. I am not sure why authors used 

multiple agents and Edaravone? Also I am not sure whether authors want to report its 

use was harmful and recommend avoiding the same or they have a different message 6. 

Authors need to report the management practiced at their place and report the evidence 

for it 7. Very poor english, requires extensive english editing 8. Article flow is very poor 
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