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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This editorial article discusses the results of a recent large study demonstrating that a 

diagnosis of myocardial ischemia at stress CMR is associated with a significantly higher 

long-term risk of mortality. Overall, the editorial is interesting and well-written. The 

discussion of the results of the scrutinised study and the perspectives appear to be 
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appropriate. However, some aspects remain to be better elucidated. In details:  The 

authors should better discuss previous studies demonstrating that the results of stress 

CMR are able to stratify cardiovascular risk. Cause of death was not known in the study 

by Heitner et al. Therefore, the prognostic impact of stress CMR on different 

cardiovascular events needs to be addressed in future studies. Stress CMR is expansive 

and difficult to be performed. Not all medical centers perform it. Therefore, among 

different perspectives the authors should also discuss the need to test whether a positive 

stress CMR predicts cardiovascular risk independently of other cheaper or easier 

non-invasive tests evaluating the presence of myocardial ischemia, such as stress 

echocardiography, ECG stress test or calcium-score.  There are several typos and 

mistakes. English language should be improve 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

In this MS, the authors did an editorial on cardiovascular MRI for stressing the future.  

1. Key words: Please add “Cardiac stress”and “Magnetic resonance imaging “as 

additional two key words.  2. Use of abbreviations: When using an abbreviation, the 

full phrase should be given at the first time of use. For example, myocardial infarct (MI). 
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Later, you can always use MI instead of the full phrase. However, the authors did not 

abide by this rule. What do LVEF, LGE, FFR, MACE , MIB and MI mean in the text? 

Furthermore, the authors alternate between MI and myocardial infarct or between 

myocardial ischemic burden and MIB in the text. Please check the whole article and 

correct all similar problems.  In summary, it is a well written paper. 
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