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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 
 

 
Its difficult to except the conclusion since you have shown a higher mortality and 
lower ejection fraction in patients treated with pharmacol invasive therapy. 
 
It maybe possible to support this if you looked at the 50% of patients treated with 
pharmaco invasive treastment who had TIMI 3 flow at the time of angiography.  
 
It maybe that if reperfusion with lytics works delaying invasive therapy for 3-24 
hours would produce same results as immediate invasive therapy. 
 
 It is hard to accept that treatments are equal based on data showing worse outcome 
with pharmaco invasive treatment 
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Optional/General comments 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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