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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 
 

 
The authors present a retrospective study aiming to evaluate the coronary calcium 
score and prognosis of cardiovascular disorders. 
Firstly, the discussion section of a such study should be much more detailed. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1- Please revise your title. Do not use abbreviations. I think using a simple ‘follow up’ 
will be a better terminology rather than giving details in bracket. 

2- Introduction: please use all the citations at the end of the sentence. Please revise 
the sentence ‘air pollution (4,5)….’ 

3- I wonder weather LAD involvement may be a separate line in table-3. What do the 
authors comment on this issue? 

4- Discussion, 1. Paragraph, same as comment no.2, please collect all citations at the 
end of the sentences.  
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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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