
 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 ‘ lac k of N o v elty’  , 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 1.   Authors need to find a native speaker of English to review it. 

 

2.   Refer IEEE taxonomy 2021 for standard keyword selection. 

 

3.   Title has to be modified / changed. It should reflect the work reported in the paper. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 1.   No standard keywords.  Refer IEEE taxonomy 2021. 
 

2.   Introduction need to be compressed. It should be in crisp manner. 
 

3.   Tables : It has to be aligned and arranged properly. 
 

4.   Do spell check in the entire article. (lot of grammatical and typographical errors) 

 

Optional/General comments 1.   Introduction is clearly stated the purpose of this paper. But need to be compressed. 

 

2.   Motivation is good. 

 

3.   Way of presenting the proposed work is good. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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