
 

 Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 
Journal Name: Cardiology and Angiology: An International Journal  
Manuscript Number: Ms_CA_91785 
Title of the Manuscript:  

Predictors and outcome of in-Hospital Cardiac Arrest Patients in Emergency Department Suez Canal University Hospitals 

Type of the Article  
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(https://www.journalca.com/index.php/CA/editorial-policy ) 
 
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 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The work presented is sound from a statistical point of view and interesting both from a managerial and a 
scientific point of view. Few minor suggestions to improve the quality and the readability of the study: 
1.Avoid acronyms not explained in the abstract, although they may seem trivial (e.g. CPR, ROSC, RR, BP, ALS 
etc). 
2. Check for English language 
3. Discuss the management of other acute medical conditions and differential diagnosis in the ED (e.g. In Vivo. 
2018 Jul-Aug;32(4):921-925. doi: 10.21873; Curr Vasc Pharmacol. 2017;15(5):477-481. doi: 10.2174) 
4. Discuss the financial impact of managing IHCA and other demographical factors affecting the outcome. The 
authors could refer to similar publications, such as Int J Cardiol. 2017 Jan 15;227:923-929. doi: 10.1016; Eur J 
Clin Invest. 2019 Jul;49(7):e13124. doi: 10.1111) 
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PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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