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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.

	I would like to point out the importance of this manuscript highlighting ACS presenting as Multi-vessel STEMI after atheromatous plaque disruption. Occurrence of plaque disruption involving simultaneously multiple vessels is quite rare. Further research is required for determining the underlying causes of this phenomenon, preventing the occurrence and management of these patients.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	No. 
Bette title would be ‘ Multi-vessel  atheromatous plaque disruption in a patient of ST- segment elevation acute coronary syndrome : A case report 
	

	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.
	Abstract should have been more elaborative.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript is scientifically correct but not technically. Following  points are mentioned for technical modification-
1. References, tables, figures are not quoted in the entire manuscript.
2. Tables and figures are not explained anywhere .
3. Nowhere values of Cardiac biomarkers, echocardiography findings were told in case reported.
	

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

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

	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments

	1.Introduction 4th paragraph 
‘Emerging evidence supports complete revascularization over culprit-only intervention in selected patients, especially when hemodynamic stability permits’
This line is out of context regarding case reported. As case reported is Muti-vessel STEMI , so all involved vessels are culprit.
2. I would appreciate if  you have mentioned about the Institiute where the study was conducted. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	
No mention of Consent of the patient taken or not.
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