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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
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Yes, patient with low LVEF have higher risk while undergoing CABG but current data is
scarce, so itis clinically relevant research question

No, it should say “Comparison of outcomes of CABG in patients with LVEF <40% vs >40%.”
Yes

Yes

No, it is unclear why cut off of 40% was chosen, low LVEF for peri-operative risk is generally
considered <30% and using 40% cut off does not provide the correct picture of data.
Alternatively, authors should provide comparison of patients in multiple groups such as
LVEF >40% vs 30-40% vs <30%

Poorly written manuscript with multiple unclear sentences and spelling mistakes.

Authors can provide one table comparing baseline characteristics of study population and
stratify the population in multiple groups as mentioned above.
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

No, needs multiple corrections as outlines in the attached word document with comments.

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

Reviewer’'s comment

feedback here)

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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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

Created by: DR Checked by: PM Approved by: MBM

Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)




Review Form 1.7

Reviewer Details:

Name:

Mukesh Singh

Department, University & Country

University of lllinois College of Medicine at Rockford, United States

Created by: DR Checked by: PM

Approved by: MBM

Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)




