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To reviewer 1 (No. 214291)

Thank you very much for your review.

To reviewer 2 (No. 227531)

Thank you very much for your review.

To reviewer 3 (No. 1593993)
Thank you very much for your comments. According to your comments, we have added
the following sentence in the “Discussion” section: In our cases shown here, there were the
gaps of 3 to 4 years between the first and second SPT. During these periods, vascular
dysfunction and/or atherosclerotic changes were newly developed. Thus, we cannot deny
the possibility that coronary spasticity emerges during such periods, leading to a positive
result for second SPT despite a negative result of the first SPT.

As you pointed out, the image of left coronary artery (LCA) at baseline in Figure 1A was
not clear. However, unfortunately, we took the only one shot of LCA at baseline and we

could only provide such an unclear image.



