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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.
	This manuscript discusses the critical side effects of propranolol, a widely used beta-blocker and its association with suicidal ideation in patients with coronary artery disease. This manuscript raises important concern for prescribers while prescribing beta blockers to cardiovascular patients and need of evaluation of mental health in the patients. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable and appropriate to the manuscript.
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive and informative, but following areas where improvements are required:

1. Objective: The objective specifies "propranolol use" however it doesn’t specify that it is in comparison with ‘losartan’ which is clarified in later paragraph under ‘Methods’. The sentence can be rewritten as follow:  
· ‘To examine through large-scale hospital data analysis whether propranolol use, compared to losartan is associated with an increased incidence of suicidal ideation in patients with coronary artery disease (CAD).’
2. Please clarify and include sample size in abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct and meaningful. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are sufficient and recent, published between 2021 and 2025, which supports the relevance of the research. 
	

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


	· Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communications. However, if authors wishes then they can simplify the complex statistical sentences and results reporting for better readability.
· Tables should be in tabular format not in image form.
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