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Reviewer's comment

Author’'s comment (if agreed with
reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part and write here
‘Corrected’/ if not agreed, give suitable
justifications)

General comment:

This work is killed in search

Specific comments:

Title and abstract

The title includes hypertension , which is not clarified in patient
selection if the patients were hypertensive or not. The same comment
is for dyslipidemia. | suggest to remove hypertension and dyslipidemia
from the title .

Introduction (Is the problem/objective of this study original,
important and well defined?)

Coronary artery disease (CAD) must be explained with its degrees of
severity to determine the clinically evidenced basis on which the
patients were selected..

Are all the references cited relevant, adequate? Are there
any other suitable current references authors need to cite?

Materials & methods (Kindly comment on the suitability of
the methods. Sufficient details of the methods should be
provided to allow peers to evaluate and/or replicate the
work)

1-inclusion and exclusion criteria for patient selection should be
clarified.

2-where are the clinical data of the patients?

3- Other risk factors for developing CAD like obesity and smoking.

Results & discussion (Kindly comment on: 1. Are the data
well controlled and robust? 2. Authors should provide
relevant references during discussion. 3. Discussion and
conclusions should be based on actual facts and figures.
Biased claims should be pointed out. 4. Are statistical
analyses must for this paper? If yes, have sufficient and
appropriate statistical analyses been carried out?)

1- Table 1 is useless as it is stated that controls are healthy ,
how can we compare all things with nothing?

2- In table2: the Median(Q1— Qs) values for controls were not
present why?

3- Statistical analysis should be corrected, in tables 4,5,6,
hypertension, diabetes and hyperlipidemia must be
expressed as numerical values eg: fating bold glucose,
cholesterol , triglycerides levels and so on.

4- The authors excluded patients with hepatitis B or C virus
infection, li want to hear in discussion part the cause for this
exclusion.

Are there any ethical or competing interest issues?

No
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Conclusion (Is the conclusion supported by the data, Itis ok,
discussed inside the manuscript? Conclusions should not
be biased and should be based on the data, presented
inside the manuscript only)
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