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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. The statistical methods used for analysis should be described in more 
details. 

2. The metric units for the tested parameters given in all tables should be 
added;  

3. The type of statistical method used for data analysis should be given in table 
legends 

4. Is there in patients with CAD any relationship between  
a. serum uric acid and cardiac enzymes and/or CAD score?  
b. smoking status and cardiac enzymes and/or CAD score?  

Such relationships is recommendable to be discussed. 
5. The number of studied patients is too small which does not allow to draw 

definite conclusions. 
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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) 
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