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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

Minor REVISION comments

Suggest to change the name of the title to “ESTIMATE THE SPECTRUM AND
PRESCRIPTION PATTERN IN PATIENTS WITH MYOCARDIAL INFARCTION,
ANGINA, CONGESTIVE CARDIAC FAILURE AT A TERTIARY CARE
HOSPITAL- RETROSPECTIVE STUDY?” for the following reasons: i) The
spectrum of IHD has been studied in detail and it has been mentioned in the
objectives also as the first one. ii) We are assessing the prescription patterns and
not the diseases per se. Also, suggest to stick to one of the two : “prescription
pattern” or “prescribing pattern”.

Keywords may rather include “Prescription pattern” “Cost analysis” and “Ischemic
Heart Disease” which will include all the mentioned keywords in single term rather
than including each disease pattern separately .

The article contains two big tables with large number of rows and columns. It is
preferable break it up into few separate tables depending on their characteristics.

As per the reviwer suggestions the title of the manuscript change is accepted
and highlighted in the yellow colour

As per the author suggestion prescription word is accepted and where ever it
is there modified and highlighted in the yellow colour

Key words are added

As per the suggestion instead of more tables , the class of drugs used were
bold and highlighted with yellow colour

Optional/General comments

Methods section in abstract may be written as “The required data were collected in
a structured questionnaire”. There are 26 grammaticaly error suggestions shown
even in a common software like grammarly. Actually there are many grammar
errors some of them repeated often which needs to be corrected .

As per the reviewer suggestion the grammatical correction was considered
and minimised/ eliminated in the article.
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