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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. 1 would appreciate the authors for the effort in selecting and analyzing this simple topic
which is very important to the clinician.

2. ACS *Acute coronary syndrome”: the abbreviation needs to be elaborated at the first
usage.

3. The other terminologies which have been used for the chest pain description have
been Boring, constricting , retrostenal burning and the ones described by the authors.

4. Yes the chest pains have to be risk stratified as already high lighted by the authors.

5. As already pointed out by the authors that the type of chest pain is very important and
most of the diagnosis can be made on the clinical presentation.

6. | appreciate the way the authors have described the assessment of the chest pain.

7. ltis very important that the GP should be able to diagnose the seriousness of the
chest pain and accordingly act upon.

8. Risk factors for sudden cardiac deaths have not been considered here.

9. Did the authors also take into consideration of the risk factors like Hypertension,
Diabetes, Dyslipaedimea , hypercholesternemia.etch were considered or not to
differentiate the serious ness of the chest pain.

Minor REVISION comments

1. The text has some spelling and grammatical mistakes which have to be addressed.

Optional/General comments
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Reviewer’'s comment

IAuthor’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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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