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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 
 

 
Primary PCI is valuable to save lives and I should thank authors for their 
considerations to humanity and emergent cardiovascular events, but I should add 
my comments as: 

1. There are numerous more important factors associated with outcomes, such 
as treatment delay, previous vascular accidents, previous interventions, 
really they are more important than your selected variables. 

2. This is an especial cardiology journal and paper suffers extra explanations in 
back ground, which should be more summarized. 

3. This study is a descriptive type and you do not need sample size. 
4. Methodology can be summarized, too. 
5. Tables especially 2 last ones are not clear and can be rewritten better. 
6. Discussion is not in line of your research and may be adjusted more. 
7. Abstract is better more abstract than 300 words and unnecessary data can 

be removed. 

 
We are thankful for your highly precious and kind input.  
Thank you for your kind suggestions once again. The required corrections 
have been highlighted as suggested by AJCR’s review team after 
correspondence with the co-authors of this article. 
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