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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Authors reported research paper in which  safety and performance of the EverPro® 

EES in patients with coronary artery disease at 1-year clinical follow-up were 

determined. This ass observational, retrospective, single-centre study, the main 

conclusion of which was that EverPro® EES is a safe and effective treatment option with 

no MACE or stent thrombosis reported up to 1-year study period. The weakness of the 

study is retrospective design, the benefit of the study is evidence regarding that the 

cobalt-chromium platform design of the second generation of ESS was safe and effective. 

The findongs of the study deserve to be published, but I have several concernces 

regarding design and methodology. 1. The design is declared as retrospective, but 

description of it was done as prospective. Please, check and explain. If study had 

retrospective design, please, report statistical power calculation, and prospective design 

requires reporting sample size calculation. 2. Flow chart with clear criteria of inclusion / 

non-inclusion is required. 3. Ethical declaration is sneeded, IRB name and date of 

approvl of the protocol are neccesary. 4. Sectiona Results should contains clear 

description of the entire patient population including co-morbidities, concomitant 

medications and related procedures. 5. Collection of MACEs should be reported in 

separate paragraph.  6. Data of severity of MI and TIMI risk score are needed to easily 

understand he study limitations 7. MACEs evaluation should be done thoroughly, 

please check and re-write.   
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Authors reported a revised version of the paper that was corrected according to the 

reviewer comments. I am completely satisfied. The paper in the revised version can be 

accepted for further processing 
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