
 

 Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 

Journal Name: Cardiology and Angiology: An International Journal 

Manuscript Number: Ms_CA_89318 

Title of the Manuscript:  
Correlation between impaired Aortic Distensibility and the severity of coronary artery disease and calcium scoring measured by cardiac CT 

Type of the Article Original Research Article 

 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(https://www.journalca.com/index.php/CA/editorial-policy ) 
 

 
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 
 

 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

1-The table 4 is difficult to understand. Author can give more explanation for this part in result 
section with small sentences. Another example, the mean age don’t have unit. 
2-For the 180 subjects, why female are lower than male in the study ? 
3-In the method section, where is the statistical analysis used  ? 
4-What is the duration of diabetes ? Hypertension ? of the subjects 
5-For the  routine laboratory investigations, what method is used to measure each parameters ?  
6-Why same data are is some table and figure particularly in some  end part (the 5 last figure 
and table) ? Justify ? 
7-The study is made in COVID time. What is the history of the subjects related to Covid 19 ? 
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