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This is an interesting paper regarding the relationship between reperfusion 
success and T-peak to T-end interval in patients with ST elevation myocardial 
infarction treated with percutaneous coronary intervention.  

I believe that the study is valuable and sound. The abstract is well written, it briefly 
summarizes the purpose of the paper and the results obtained. Also, the English 
language is fine. I consider that the results obtained can make significant 
contributions to further large studies, in order to study the possible relationships 
with severity and worst clinical outcomes. I consider that the study is valuable and 
can be published in its current form.  
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