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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 

 

Paper contains too many grammatical and stylistic errors and 
ambiguities. Long sentences, the translation are obviously 
done using the web compiler. The translation is wrong and is 
difficult to read it. 
In introduction is: Valsalva ratio is heart rate in phase 
IV/heart rate during phase II and in material and method 
Valsalva ratio is longest R-R interval during phase 
IV/shortest R-R interval during phase II. So Valsalva ratio is 
ratio between heart rate or R-R interval in the single phases? 
Methodology unites!  
The authors concluded that probably aging process does not 
influence the autonomic nervous system or that the 
autonomic nervous system does not influence the aging 
process, if risk factors are not present? The last sentence in 
the discussion is unclear and so the conclusions are not clear. 
What is the aim of this study? 
References unite! 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 
Beginning of the sentence always starts with a capital letter.   
In abstract 
2. Line – ... autonomic function , this study interplay ...   ... 
autonomic function. This study interplays... 
6. line ...range(40-55) years old. strips of leadII were...   ... 
range (40-55) years old. Strips of lead II were ...  
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What are strips of lead II? – Maybe ...records from II. lead of 
ECG...  
9. line ...results were :Valsalva ratio for group1(1.5±0.3)  and 
for group2(1.39±0.21), ...   ...Results were: Valsalva ratio for 
group 1 (1.5±0.3)  and for group 2 (1.39±0.21),... 
The recommendation for this study ...  Maybe - This study 
recommends to continue ... 
Introduction 
3. line – pulse rate or heart rate 
At first use abbreviations should be explained what it is, 
although it's obvious. In abstract VM (16. line) in 
introduction BP (3. line).  
2. paragraph, 7 line – arterial pulse amplitude ...     Arterial 
pulse amplitude ... 
 
Material and methods 
1 line – Subjects 40 subjects were ...  Maybe – Subjects: 40 
subjects 
What is G1? I think that it is group 1.  
... etc. (5 line) – authors should specify the group of diseases 
10 line – Mercury Sphygmomanometer ...   Maybe - Mercury 
sphygmomanometer 

Optional/General comments 

 
Why patients with increased pulmonary capillary wedge 
pressure? Too long sentence and does not make sense.  

 

 

 

Note: Anonymous Reviewer   

 


