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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	Cardiopulmonary rehabilitation after CABG is essential. It is a highly important topic in cardiovascular surgery. However, perioperative management encompasses many topics beyond preoperative multidisciplinary rehabilitation, such as preoperative antibiotic prophylaxis, patient blood management, investigation of associated diseases (such as carotid atherosclerotic disease), anesthetic management, and immediate postoperative care.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The article's title is very broad, as perioperative management encompasses many topics, as previously noted. Therefore, instead of "perioperative management," it could be written "cardiopulmonary rehabilitation," which ends up being the article's main focus.
	

	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 a bit confusing and does not allow for a full understanding that the focus of the article and the case report is cardiopulmonary rehabilitation, in addition to providing little information in the case presentation session.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct in the importance of cardiopulmonary rehabilitation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	More bibliographical references focusing on cardiopulmonary rehabilitation and early mobilization could have been used. There are references on the subject in the discussion section, but they are not fully developed.
	

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


	There is a need to adapt the language and writing at certain points in the article, especially in the introduction, in the following excerpts:

"...function and viability" (cardiocyte viability)

"although CABG is the most prevalent...annually" (this information needs to be contextualized - most prevalent among all cardiac surgeries? / is the data worldwide?)

"strong body of data" - confusing terminology.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is important, but both the title and the discussion deserve further exploration on cardiopulmonary rehabilitation and early mobilization. The case presentation also lacks greater attention (the abstract mentions the patient as a previous smoker, which is not found throughout the article). It would also require better exploration of the rehabilitation measures undertaken by the patient and the results - discharge and complications.
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