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The study provides important data that can help healthcare professionals monitor ADRs more
effectively and make informed decisions about patient care, particularly for populations prone to
cardiovascular conditions.
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appropriate?

Yes

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
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The study follows a prospective cross-sectional design, which is an appropriate method for analyzing
ADRs in a clinical setting.
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