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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 
 

 
 
Total 115 patients out of which one quarter had double or triple vessel disease. Those 
who had DVD or TVD had PPCI to only culprit vessel or not that is not clear and 
should be added in the discussion. Why multiple vessel were not stented in double 
and triple vessel disease if feasible should be discussed as well. And it would have 
been a lot better if Mortality could be devided in between Single, double and triple 
vessel disease which would have even strengthen the rational to do PPCI to culprit 
vessel in DVD or TVD. 
 

 

 
- According to current standard guidelines and recommendations, 

dealing only culprit vessel during primary PCI is the standard 
strategy. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
It’s a really well written paper which bears absolute importance in making decision re PPCI 
which is life saving and very useful in emergency setting and in places where emergency 
CABG is difficult to arrange if indicated. With above additions it will be a paper worth 
publishing. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

- No ethical issues 
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