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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

1-Authors must justify why female are lower than male 
2-This study also revealed that males had higher calcium scores as compared to the 
female patients ? Justify ? 
3-The author must give more detail about the method used to perform hypertension, 
diabetes and dyslipidemia measures. 
4-In the table 1 author must give age group unit. 
5-The title of the article need precision 
6-Authors must justify why female are lower than male 
7-Where is the figure 2  ? If not, author can change the table 2 in figure 2 to better 
homogeneized the manuscript 
8-Some percent in the table 2 are lower or exceed 100% when we compare diabetes, 
hypertension and dyslipidemia with calcium score 
9-The author must discuss  other aspect of his results 
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