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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 
1. How MI and UA were diagnosed should be 
written clearly. EKG changes of elevated ST MI 
should be specified in the method section.   
2. The biochemical measurement methods of AST, 
CK-MB and arginase , the names of the devices 
and their manufactures should be stated in the 
method section.      
3. How serum samples were obtained and stored 
should be written in detail and how long after the 
cardiac events were the serum sample taken should 
be noted in the method section.  
4. Why troponin level was not measured, if it was 
measured it should be stated in the method, result 
and discussion sections. If it was not measured it 
should be written in the study limitation section 
and it should be stated that this study is a pilot 
study and the need for further studies should be 
emphasized. The limited number of the study 
subjects should be emphasized. 
5. In the discussion section “This indicates that like 
AST and CK-MB, arginase also increases with 
severity of the disease ACS” sentence is 
incorrect.  High levels of AST and CK-MB do not 
reflect the severity of MI. This sentence may be 
helpful in early diagnosis. 
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 Additionally it may be suitable if it is rewritten as it 
may be a prognostic factor for next studies with 
broad population and long-term mortality studies.     
The present data does not indicate this result. 
6. In the abstract method the details of the 
abbreviations should be written.  
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