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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 
B) General comments for the authors R et al have extensively modified the submitted 

manuscript. The revised version has been greatly improved and highlights the 

importance of the reported case, the dissemination of which is important as it is very 

easy to be repeated and should be taken into account, especially in less experienced 

operators. I have described only minor modifications to improve the style, and in my 

opinion it is now ready for publication in World Journal of Clinical Cases. C) Specific 

comments for the authors 1. Abstract.- 1) “Iatrogenic” should be changed to 

interventional. 2) CASE SUMMARY: -Move this part of the Backgroud to Case Summary: 

“We describe a case in which a linear foreign body suddenly appeared on imaging 

during pulsed ablation of atrial fibrillation. Multiposition angiography showed that the 

foreign body was currently lodged in the pulmonary artery but was hemodynamically 

stable. We then chose to use an interventional approach to remove the foreign body from 

the pulmonary artery. This foreign body was subsequently confirmed to be from the 

hydrophilic coating of the guidewire surface. This may be related to the difficulties 

encountered during the puncture of the femoral vein. This is a rare, and serious 

complication of femoral vein puncture”. -In this paragraph, . “on imaging” should be 

changed to “fluoroscopy” (or similar). .“ This is a rare, and serious” to “This is a rare, but 

serious”. 3) BACKGROUND .I would suggest to modify in this sense: “Foreign bodies in 

the pulmonary circulation have been documented in the literature, mostly caused by 

interventional procedures. However, reports of pulmonary artery foreign bodies during 

femoral vein puncture are rare and there is no description of such complication from the 

guidewire surface flows into the pulmonary artery during a pulse ablation in a patient 

with atrial fibrillation”. 2) Introduction.- 1) “Therefore, we report this case in order to 
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avoid a similar situation.” should be changed to something as “Therefore, careful 

manipulation of guidewire is essential to prevent a similar situation”. 3) Treatment.- 1) 

Supress the part of anesthesic, as it is non-relevant. 2) It would be convenient to describe 

the first puncture and its the material employeed. 3) In the sentence: “…However, when 

we started to ablate the right inferior pulmonary vein, a strange phenomenon appeared. 

X-ray showed a linear foreign body...”, delete “, a strange phenomenon appeared”. 

CONCLUSION 1) I would advise adding: “….(and not so beginners)” 2) I would 

recommend ending with the same sentence as the abstract: “……Mismatches between 

interventional devices from different manufacturers used for femoral venipuncture may 

result in pulmonary artery foreign bodies. 
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