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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Dear authors, The paper presents the Editorial with a focus on the clinical applications of 

the ISCHEMIA trial. The article is written with the acceptable English-speaking 

adduction of the arguments. The article is sufficiently novel and very interesting to 

warrant publication. All the key elements are presented and described clearly. The most 

discussable options in the article are: 1. I am generally satisfied by the content of the 

submitted article but would suggest elaborating on a few options. 2. Would you please 

avoid a slide style in the main text particularly when you are writing about key 

limitations of previous trials. 3. Is that possible to underline the role of CCTA in your 

schemes and how you offer the routine clinical practice to determine what is more 

preferable CCTA or ICA in figure 2? 4. I have a big question about kidney function when 

discussing contrast-associated interventions such as both CCTA and ICA. What are 

about G3b CKD?  From ISCHEMIA trial we know very well higher rates of death and 

initiation of dialysis. The recommendations for such patients with chronic coronary 

syndrome especially in the group with GFR 30-44 are not obvious. 5. Ischemia testing - 

what do you exactly mean. I ask because there SPECT and CMR with a contrast as well. 

It becomes again critical for kidney function. Just imagine the story if by this scheme the 

patient should take three test including first CCTA, with indications CMR or SPECT and 

then if necessary ICA with possible PCI. All of these procedures are with a contrast. 

Please elaborate on it. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This editorial is nicely structured and well written. I have no question about this 

manuscript.  

 


