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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This is an interesting and important overview on diagnosis and challenges of in-stent 

restenosis in coronary arteries. However, there are several important issues to be 

considered for further improvement of the paper with respect to readability, 

scientifically critical assessments and actuality: 1. formal issues: --> give a list of all 

abbreviations  --> shorten the paper: Especially shorten the chapter dealing with 

restenosis treatment starting with line 240. Do not simply report all the single results of 

numerous restenosis studies rather than give an comprehensive overview referring to 

the actual meta-analyses. Otherwise you may summarize the single studies in a 

comprehensive table --> the number of figures showing clinical examples (coronary 

angiograms)should be reduced. Only take examples representing the highest clinical and 

illustrative impact 2. scientific considerations: --> unfortunatelly the review more or less 

restrains on local mechanisms of restenosis and technical issues with regard to stenting 

or re-stenting with different devices. Potential effects of more or less adherence to 
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secondary prevention measures/activities (e.g. smoking, cholesterol lowering, exercise 

training, risk dieseases like diabetes, adherence to medication etc.)have not been 

adressed at all. It is a "must" to critically include such considerations. --> restenosis also 

strongly may depend on the morphologic conditions of the first PCI (e.g. high risk 

intervention? diffuse three vessel disease? acute or elective intervention? etc.). Especially 

the readiness for risk interventions of the interventional cardiologist may influence the 

outcome. The authors should critically reflect this point. 3. Actuality: --> the estimation 

of bioresorbable scaffolds should be updated by citing the results of the 

ABSORB-II-Study. These results did not fulfill the primary expectations so far.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This is an excellent review about the diagnosis and management of in-stent restenosis in 

coronary arteries. This manuscript is nicely structured and well written. I have no 

question about this manuscript. 
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