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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. Do include how is the power of study calculated. How the number of 100 subjects set, and do 
explain the rationale behind the 70:30 distribution of subject since it seems it is a prospective 
design trial 

2. Since it is different characteristic of the lesion anatomy, the direct comparison between the 
author study with the DKCRUSH V is irrelevant as in DKCRUSH V it is the same lesion anatomy 
but randomized into two different strategies. Kindly correlate with the correct study.  

3. Kindly revise the conclusion, as the current study showed that probably those more complex 
lesions that require non-provisional strategy had higher MACE than those non-complex lesion 
that underwent provisional stenting as suggested in DEFINITION trial.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. “All were between the ages of 6 and 12 (kindly clarify) and were eligible for the LM bifurcational 

intervention isional (two stents) group.” – kindly explain this sentence 
2. Kindly write in scientific style for the RESULT and DISCUSSION.  
3. Do change the “bifurcational” to bifurcation.  

 

Optional/General comments 
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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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