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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.


	Interesting case report, and given the rarity of the cases, I believe this will add as a good reference to the literature. 
1. The report is well written under scientific standards. 

2. Will need to add the ECG of the patient 

3. Also needs permission to use the MARKIS classification 

4. What is the cause of coronary ectasia in this case? Congenital, atherosclerotic, kawasakis, Takayasu, or other autoimmune causes – Has these been explored or investigated? If not, please mention why. As this will be questioned by the readers, when the case gets published. 

5. Is there any other intervention planned for the ectasia to prevent further complications? Or discussed in cardiology MDT at all to treat conservatively vs surgical or radiological interventions as a preventative / curative treatment? I can see this is highlighted in the discussion, but needs more reference saying pharmacological treatment is the ideal treatment at this time and age and not for any additional interventions? Has surgical interventions like CABG been explored at all in these types of cases? If not please also highlight the need.  
6. Please also highlight if any previous similar cases reported? And what was their interventions given I can see there was limited resources in your facility. How did the resource rich countries tackle this? 
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No comments. 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. Though I am not a cardiologist, but the article seems to be well written and a genuine case with the attached pictures of the angiogram. 
Please also add the ECG of the patient in the report, which would signify the circumflex artery STEMI, I believe is of lateral wall STEMI?
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	Yes. 
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