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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 
 

Although the author group reporting an interesting article, but the writing style of the 
article is too lengthy and difficult to understand. Please kindly improve the 
readability of the article.  
The grouping of analysis also is too difficult to understand.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. Please list down the age of inclusion and exclusion criteria 
2. Please use scientific wording, ex: have children – parous 
3. Please list down the total number of PCI. 
4. Please explain the detail of PCI, for 2 vessels or 3 vessels or left main with 3 

vessels disease, is all of these underwent complete revascularization?  
5. Please clarify stress lifestyle definition, is it according to some questionnaire?  

 

Optional/General comments 
 

1. When listing down abbreviation, it should be listed as below format: post coronary 
artery bypass graft (CABG). Kindly correct.  

2. To correct the grammar and English style writing, suggest looking for English 
speaking author for proof reading.  

3. Please avoid using too many abbreviation. It will affect the readability of the article 
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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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