Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Medical Principles and Clinical Practice 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJMPCP_142782

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	CHALLENGES OF DIAGNOSIS AND MANAGEMENT OF MYOCARDIAL INFARCTION IN A PRIMARY HEALTH CARE CENTRE IN NIGERIA: A CASE REPORT

	Type of the Article
	Case report


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

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


	This case report is important as it highlights the diagnostic and therapeutic challenges of myocardial infarction (MI) in a low-resource primary health care setting in Nigeria. It sheds light on atypical presentations of MI, the limitations of diagnostic facilities in such environments, and the practical improvisations used by clinicians to stabilize and refer patients. Such reports are valuable for guiding policy, training primary care physicians, and improving awareness of the rising burden of non-communicable diseases in low- and middle-income countries (LAMICs). Additionally, it contributes to the global discourse on health equity and resource-appropriate management strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and clearly conveys the scope and focus of the manuscript.

Optional suggestion: “Diagnostic and Management Challenges of Myocardial Infarction in a Nigerian Primary Health Care Centre: A Case Report” (slightly smoother phrasing).
	

	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.


	The abstract is generally comprehensive but could be improved by:

Adding clearer clinical outcome details (how the patient responded after referral).

Avoiding overly general phrases (e.g., "low disease burden population" could be rephrased more precisely).

Summarizing the diagnostic limitations in a more concise manner.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The case is well described, references are cited appropriately, and the discussion is linked to the existing literature. However, the reliance on white blood cell/platelet ratios for supporting MI diagnosis could be better framed as supportive rather than diagnostic evidence.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, recent, and relevant. However, a few additional references could strengthen the discussion:

Recent WHO/Global Burden of Disease updates on ischemic heart disease prevalence in Africa (2020–2023).

Updated guidelines on MI management in low-resource settings.
	

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


	The English is clear and understandable, but the manuscript would benefit from minor language polishing to improve flow and reduce redundancy.
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