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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

I congratulate the authors for an exhaustive review on FFR and NHPR. There has been 

an adequate literature review on the topic with updated references included in the 

bibliography. However, the major concern I have is regarding the novelty of this 

manuscript. The facts that have been included are already known. I would like to see an 

integrative approach to yield newer applications. I want you to use your thought process 

and generate newer hypothesis/ the future of this technology in clinical practice.  

Besides this I would like the inclusion of QFR, which has come a big way and is 

challenging to replace FFR in cath lab in a few years time thanks to the obvious 

advantage. Discuss how QFR fairs compared to FFR and NHPR. You can add these 

studies and include in references:-  1) Westra J, Andersen BK, Campo G, Matsuo H, 

Koltowski L, Eftekhari A, Liu T, Di Serafino L, Di Girolamo D, Escaned J, Nef H. 

Diagnostic performance of in‐procedure angiography‐derived quantitative flow 

reserve compared to pressure‐derived fractional flow reserve: the FAVOR II Europe‐

Japan study. Journal of the American Heart Association. 2018 Jul 17;7(14):e009603. 2) 

Kasinadhuni G, Batta A, Gawalkar AA, Budakoty S, Gupta A, Vijayvergiya R. Validity 
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and correlation of quantitative flow ratio with fractional flow reserve for assessment of 

intermediate coronary lesions. Acta Cardiologica. 2022 Apr 5:1-8. 3) Cortés C, Carrasco‐

Moraleja M, Aparisi A, Rodriguez‐Gabella T, Campo A, Gutiérrez H, Julca F, Gómez I, 

San Román JA, Amat‐Santos IJ. Quantitative flow ratio—Meta‐analysis and 

systematic review. Catheterization and Cardiovascular Interventions. 2021 Apr 

1;97(5):807-14. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The author introduced the mechanism, clinical use and significance of FFR and NHPR. 

The article is well organized.  But it needs polish. 1. The author is suggested to discuss 

the difference or explain why IFR appears in the introduction part. Besides，NPHR and 

NHPR appear in the text, please correct. 2. The author introduce the definition of FFR, 

what about theoretical basis of iFR ? 3. The author said that” An hybrid approach to 

intermediate lesions (DFR 0.85 – 0.95) may be reasonable to maximize data available in 

clinical decision making and to facilitate appropriate revascularization strategies.’ So，I 

suggested the author discuss the shortage of FFR and IFR，and discuss when to combine 

other assessment tools and the related clinical significance 
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