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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Area the author should improve in the manuscript;
1. The title is a bit awkward. "Study of some proinflammatory mediators..." could be more precise and professional as:

 "Evaluation of Proinflammatory Cytokines Before and After Percutaneous Coronary Intervention in Patients with Stable Angina"

2. Abstract Clarity; The abstract is too lengthy and includes too much detailed data  for example., P-values, cytokine names multiple times.

The abstract also lacks structural format ; example; Background, Methods, Results, Conclusion.

Repetitive use of phrases like “compared to controls” without clarity.

Inconsistency in Tense and Grammar

Shifts between past and present tense: like., “This study was conducted…” vs. “Levels of proinflammatory mediators decline…”

Grammatical issues such as “complain” instead of “complaint,” “esterblish” instead of “establish,” etc.

Scitifically the paper lacks the following and should be improved before it is accepted for publication;

a. Study Design Limitations

b. Sample size is relatively small (n=50 patients and n=20 controls).

c. There is no clear randomization or control for confounding variables (like., lifestyle, co-morbidities, medications other than statins.

d. Lack of Demographic and Clinical Data

e. No detailed demographic table (age distribution, comorbidities, medications, BMI, smoking status.

f. It is unclear if the control group was matched for gender, BMI, and lifestyle factors.

g. Timing of Cytokine Measurement

h. Only one day and one week post-PCI were measured—missing earlier acute phase response (like., 6h, 24h) and later long-term follow-up (e.g., 1 month).

i.Cytokine levels can fluctuate rapidly; more time points could enhance interpretation.

j. No Correlation with Clinical Outcomes

k. No data on patient improvement, recurrence of symptoms, or rehospitalization.

l. Linking cytokine trends with clinical markers like troponin, ECG, or echocardiography findings would enhance impact.

m.Table Formatting & Explanation;Tables are not properly captioned (e.g., Table 1 should include units and be self-explanatory.

n. Table 2 uses “NS” without consistently explaining it; lacks clear structure and readability.

o. Lack of confidence intervals or effect sizes to complement P-values.

p. Statistical Analysis Details Missing

q. No mention of the statistical tests used (example, t-test, ANOVA, post-hoc analysis) and No correction for multiple comparisons.

Generally there is limited depth in Interpretation. Over-reliance on previously known functions of cytokines (IL-1β, IL-6, IL-8), without deep integration of study results into the broader scientific literature.

Citations Are Not in Consistent Style and Citations are inconsistently formatted, with some lacking publication years or authors.

Overgeneralization you have a Claims like “proinflammatory mediators are good follow-up markers” are made without discussion of limitations, variability, or sensitivity/specificity data.

There is no Mention of Study Limitations. The manuscript fails to include a section on limitations such as sample size, short duration, potential assay variability, or lack of clinical outcome correlation.

Below need to be addressed before this paper can be accepted for sciencetific publication for readers and scientist.
Suggestions for Improvement

Add a structured abstract (Background, Objective, Methods, Results, Conclusion).

Include demographic and baseline characteristics of participants in a dedicated table.

Clearly state statistical methods used and report confidence intervals.

Rephrase title and clarify research hypothesis.

Include a limitations section and future research recommendations.

Consider correlating cytokine levels with clinical outcomes or biochemical markers like CRP, troponin, or ECG findings.

Improve grammar, clarity, and flow throughout the manuscript.
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