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Compulsory REVISION comments

Reviewer's comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Please write a few sentences regarding the
importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

This is important marker for heart failure in Acute coronary syndrome and can help us in
identifying high risk patients.

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

This looks suitable.

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you
suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in
this section? Please write your suggestions here.

The abstract is comprenhensive.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

They are appropriate.

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific
correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that
this manuscript is scientifically robust and
technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may
be required for this part.

This looks ok. There are good no of patients in setting of acute coronary syndrome in this
study. This is good correlation between CRP and heart failure in setting of ACS

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have Sufficient
suggestions of additional references, please mention

them in the review form.

Minor REVISION comments

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable

for scholarly communications? Good
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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

Reviewer Details:

Name:

Anurag Rawat

Department, University & Country

Himalayan Institute Of Medical Science, India

Created by: DR Checked by: PM

Approved by: MBM Version: 3 (07-07-2024)




