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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The authors of this review are presenting the role of exercise stress echocardiography,
based on their methodology, in different situations. The title is presenting the main ideea
of the review... the curent situation and possible use of this method. The abstract must be
improved. The introduction of the review should present more data on the field. The
manuscript titles may be noted with A, B, C and subtitles with 1,2,3 to have a more
organized structure. Also, some paragraphs are too in detail with some repetition of
information. The ethics and radiations risk could be separated into two chapters. There
is no paragraph with conclusions of the review. The last paragraf are just the conclusions
about the risk of radiation. The use of the English language seems to be correct and
there is no need for corrections, just some typos. The review is based on a large number
of important papers cited (126 titles) There are many figures (19) that illustrates the data
presented in the review. Overall, the paper is well written, but needs to be more
concentrated (condensed) and organized as it seems too long and the reader may lose

the focus when reading.



