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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

The article “Next Generation of Artificial Heart: Permanent Maglev LVAD or TAH under 10k
USDs” is dedicated to a description of heart pumps developed by the author.
In general, the paper is well written and sufficiently illustrated. The investigation presented
by the author is interesting and innovative.
In my opinion, this review paper can be recommended for publication after minor revision.
There are too many sections, in which there is too little text. This fact makes it difficult to
understand the results of the study. It is recommended to reduce the number of sections
and make a more detailed description of the results and methods of research.
It is recommended to enhance chapter “Discussion”.

It is recommended to present the developed by the author heart pump with modern models
of heart pumps developed by other scientists.
It is recommended to add articles of 2015-2019 to the list of references.
It is recommended to enhance a list of abbreviations, used in the article.

Thank you for your comments all corrections modifications suggested by
reviewer have been done

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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