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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
The authors use a meta-analysis to study frailty and prognosis in elderly patients

undergoing PCI. The results are convincing with detailed analysis. I think it is a

wonderful and well-described paper, but I have one question about the following. #1)

Regarding in-hospital mortality, you mention that the ORs are slightly different between

retrospective and prospective studies. Please explain if there is any possible explanation

for the slight difference between the two methods, although there is not a big difference.
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