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Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
After a slow and critical reading of the present work, I would like to comment that, in my 
opinion, it is a very interesting review, and although it is always possible to increase the 
information in this type of article, I think that in its form and current content could be accepted 
for publication. Heart failure is one of the major cardiovascular problem and poor self-care 
may lead to adverse cardiovascular events in these patients. The article aims to summarize 
the effect of ivabradine on coronary artery disease and heart failure compared with placebo or 
standard care via clinical trials or meta-analysis. It is a well-structured article, very interesting 
and the results are presented in an appropriate manner, being clear and transparent. I 
consider that the study is valuable and sound and can be published after some minor 
revisions. I recommend to highlight the original aspects of their study and address the future 
scope and topics that are important and that could not be covered in the manuscript.  
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