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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

It's an interesting case report. I suggest that: In paragraph Number 1 (page 3), After "Introduction":

It is better to begin a phrase with some word, not numbers. So instead of "(EPS). 2:1

atrioventricular..." I suggest something like "(EPS); 2:1 atrioventricular" or "(EPS). Type 2:1.." In

page Number 3, when you report that a "narrow QRS complex and right bundle branch block": if the

QRS is narrow so probably the bundle branch block is incomplete, it should be specified that. In

page 8, Figure 1 (legend). When you describe the 3 images, you should add "A" after the legend
"The surface ECG shows 2:1 atrioventricular block with right bundle branch block. A: The
intracardiac..." (you only mention figures B and C in the legend)
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It is an interesting well written case report
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Many thanks for the opportunity to review your work. This case report is interesting but I wonder

whether the authors can generalise whether this case was due to only this particular situation (or

catheter) or a certain brand of the catheter or this is more likely to be a generic problem.




