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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 authors of this manuscript studied/recorded the occurrence of VSD in patients who 
had a myocardial infarction. Showed association was 1.3 percent. 
First and foremost, authors should give their manuscript to a native English speaker for 
proofreading. sometimes the fonts are different, everything should be in order. 
In my opinion, table 1 is not necessary, it can be described in the text in the material. It 
must be emphasized and noted that the authors had the informed consent of the 
patients for the study. 
The conclusion is poorly written and the content is generally poor. These are already 
known literary facts. 
 
In the discussion section, authors should discuss the occurrence of VSD in diabetics 
who had a heart attack, in people who had hypertension, in smokers, find the literature 
and connect it. discuss differences between groups. 

After rewriting I can propose publishing of this article.  
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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