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Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The authors present a clinical note reporting the case of a 60-year-old man with 
isolated hemianopia secondary to acute ischemic stroke in the PCA territory evaluated 
by IV thrombolysis. They reported the efficacy of thrombolytic therapy. This case report is 
potentially interesting but the manuscript can be improved according to the following 
suggestions: 
 
1. Rewrite the Tittle: “Efficacy of IV thrombolytic therapy in a patient with isolated 
hemianopia due to ischemic stroke in the posterior cerebral artery territory” 
2.In the Abstract it should be interesting to add “isolated  hemianopia due to ischemic 
stroke in the posterior cerebral artery territory” 
3. The results of echoDoppler of the supra-aortic trunks and echocardiography should be 
included. 
4. Change in line 51 “Conclusions and Comments” to “Discussion” 
5. A study on the impact of atrial fibrillation in prognosis 
in patients with ischemic stroke should be commented in the Discussion (see data in: Int 
J Cardiol 2000;73:33-42), and  also mention that short-term prognosis 
of patients with cardioembolic stroke is poor when compared 
to other ischemic stroke subtypes (Expert Rev. Cardiovasc. Ther. 
9(3), 367–379 (2011). 
6. Clearly illustrate  by an arrow the acute infarction observed in figure II. 
7.Check reference #13 
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