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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Greetings I red the article with interest. The authors have evaluated the role of ACEi and
ARB in prevention of atrial arrhythmia in patients who underwent cryoballon ablation
for paroxysmal Atrial fibrillation. Overall the study is well conducted and written. The
results represents the study objective and the conclusion is supported by the data.
Although retrospective data and relatively smaller sample is the limitation, in my
opinion, there is no major drawback of flaws in the study and can be considered for
possible publication. The title, abstract, justification is fine. There are minor aspects
which can be improved 1. The figure 1 is not required, rather the inclusion and exclusion
criteria can be elaborated in the text. 2. It is better to follow STROBE. A participant
selection an data management flow chart can be added. 3. Unit of Age in the abstract,
although understood, can be included. 4. If ample size calculation was done, it can be
included. if not done prior to research, post-hoc power analysis can be done and

mentioned in the limitation section. Best of luck
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This is a novel study looking at ACE/ARB efficacy in the paroxysmal Afib post CBA

population. Your hypotheses do confirm that ACE/ARB use is not effective in reducing
events post CBA in this population. Your conclusions so far agree with accepted
understanding of the condition and pathogenesis. I would like to see some additions to
the discussion section mainly the fact that your ACE/ARB population was very different
from the non users in terms of HTN and CAD. You do not know if this CAD was
previously treated or untreated or ischemic or not. Also HTN being a primary driver for
all Afib and leading to subsequent LA enlargement should be explained in the
discussion section due to this significant finding. = Your study does not comment on
future directions of research which could include a study with a much larger population
or a study done at multiple locations in the US. The findings you present are significant
and also another area of focus in future could be the systolic HF population and the use

of drugs such as Entresto. A well done study.




