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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The authors report on the endothelial progenitor cells mobilization after maximal 

exercise according to heart failure severity. The study seems appropriately planned and 

conducted. The methods section seems well described, statistical analysis seems 

adequate. The discussion is formed properly. The conclusion that an increased EPCs and 

CECs mobilization after maximal exercise in CHF patients. But there are still some 

questions. 1. Authors divided all the patients in two groups of severity according to the 

median value of peak VO2 (18.0 ml/kg/min), predicted peak VO2 (65.5%), VE/VCO2 

slope (32.5) and EF (reduced and mid-ranged EF). Is this a reasonable grouping? 2. 

Authors used three methods for grouping, but only one group was analyzed for 

demographic and exercise characteristics. Please amend it. 3. The values of cellular 

populations are expressed in median (25th-75th percentiles). And the difference between 

the two groups is described by using boxplots. The above indicates that this kind of data 

belongs to non-normal distribution. Please describe it in the article and present the 

statistical value. 

 


