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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Dear authors, The paper represents the review article which is literally a systematic 

review that focused on fondaparinux in acute coronary syndrome. 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. 

Would you please kindly correct all your typos and grammar errors throughout the 

manuscript. 2. The paper is built as a systematic review but would you please kindly 

write down a sort of Introduction with a clear objective. 3. Please harmonize the paper in 

the sense of what you are writing about. What is the idea of the subtitle “antithrombotic 

therapy”? Would you talk about antiplatelet drugs as well? It looks like your review 

about anticoagulant treatment exceptionally! Please, be focused on the topic. 4. It would 

help if you had more remarks about pathogenesis in your introduction to adequately 

justify the need for anticoagulants, maybe with a scheme. I see your figure 1, but can you 

upgrade it to understand why fondaparinux is essential. 5. What is that supposed to 

mean when you call fondaparinux a new anticoagulant? It is not new already for years, 

even decades. Please, mention the history of this drug in the article. It must be clear for a 

reader what is the clinical value of this drug today. 6. There must be a paragraph with an 

analysis of the international guidelines separately. Please, justify why guidelines 

recommend fondaparinux only in specific clinical scenarios. In table 10, you don’t have 

any recent guidelines. But there are a few of them with a reconsidered vision on 

fondaparinux. 7. Tables: there is no summarized value of fondaparinux. I would 

strongly recommend you make a table merging and matching the performance of 

fondaparinux in the different studies as a sort of the summary ideally with all the prons 
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and cons (including “negative”/ “alarming” outcomes - I am about bleeding, first of all). 

8. Figures 3 and 4 are not readable. I would recommend you correcting the format for the 

Journal. 9. The general impression is that your analysis is slightly outdated. Please 

provide a reader with up-to-date information, including all the remarks and substudies 

in the field. Some of your current points are from the age of 2002-2007, like nothing 

happened after that. 
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suggestions as follows: 1) I did not find any figures or tables in the submitted documents. 

2) Your language requires some brushing-up. 3) The introduction has neither any 

justification of your topic not objective yet. 4) What is that supposed to mean “a newer 

anticoagulant”?! 5) Please, use the international definitions for all the conditions and 

medications. “Antithrombotic” must be deciphered. 6) It looks very raw and superficial 

at the moment. Would you please elaborate on the content, including options related to 

the international guidelines. 

 


