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Minor REVISION comments 
 

 I read with interest this original article, in which the authors evaluated the accuracy of 
diagnosis using speckle tracking for prediction of the existence or absence of severe CAD 
in diabetic female with acute chest pain by using two-dimensional echocardiography. Even 
though this study included a relatively small number of patients, I consider that the findings 
are interesting and that the results obtained can make significant contributions to further 
large studies. However, I recommend to emphasize much better the novelty and the 
original elements of the study. I consider that it is important to present the limitations of the 
study, to address the future scope and topics that are important and that could not be 
covered in the manuscript. Also, the manuscript would benefit enormously from English 
editing. 
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