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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
The authors present the case of a patient with explosive myocarditis in whom a left

ventricular thrombus attached to the papillary muscle root of mitral valve, detected by

transthoracic echocardiography, caused a massive cerebral embolism during the

venoarterial extracorporeal membrane oxygenation (VA-ECMO) support. This report is

potentially interesting, but the manuscript can be improved according to the following

suggestions: 1. Typographic errors in the text (example: “infraction”, in the Abstract)

should be corrected. 2. Please change “Discussion” to “Conclusion” in the Abstract. 3.

Avoid acronyms use in the keywords: (ex: VA-ECMO, LVT). 4. It is important to clearly

mention in the Introduction that cardioembolic stroke is associated with a higher

in-hospital mortality compared to other ischemic stroke subtypes (see data in Acta

Neurol Scand. 1997 Dec;96(6):407-12). 5. Please include the demographics of the patient

reported: age and gender in the Abstract and in the Case Report section. 6. It would be

helpful to mention that the differential diagnosis of severe cerebral ischemia also lies in

hematological disorders that are a commonly unrecognized cause of acute stroke with a

particular treatment depending on its etiology (Expert Rev Hematol 2016; 9: 891-901).
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This study should be added and commented on. 7. It would be appropriate to add a

comment on the limitations of this case report. 8. A brief concluding comment on

possible lines of future research on the presented topic would be appreciated
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statements Conflicts-of-Interest: [ ] Yes [ Y] No

SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
I thank the authors for addressing the issues in my initial review. I am satisfied with the

additional sentences added to the manuscript and have no additional suggestions to

make.
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