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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The manuscript describes very important issue. The current problem with heart 
failure is huge. A proper device solution besides medical and surgical management 
is pivotal. The authors appeal a signal for the manufacturers to be aware of the 
magnetic forces which may deteriorate the remaining cardiac function.   
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The abstract section should be restructured and rewritten to give more clarity to this 
important subject. 
Some questions are raised: 
How strong is the magnetic field produced by CRT device to cause disruption of the cardiac 
function? 
How to manage this magnetic activity? 
Please consider mentioning abbreviation full out when cited for the first time. 
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