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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.


	The manuscript showed an important and clinically relevant topic: the quality of anticoagulation control in patients treated with acenocoumarol. The focus on INR and TTR is appropriate because Vitamin K antagonists remain widely used in many low- and middle-income countries where DOACs are either unavailable or unaffordable. The study is well-structured, and the overall narrative is coherent
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggest :
……………………………………………………: “…A Prospective Cross-Sectional Study”
	

	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 clear and contains the essential components :aim, methods, results, conclusion:.
But some improvements can enhance clarity and completeness:

To add the study design explicitly such prospective descriptive cross-sectional study

Provide key findings The proportion reaching therapeutic INR, The Proportion with TTR <50%).

Summarize the main findings highlight the key points rather than listing several numbers.

Strengthen the conclusion indicating clinical relevance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The reported mean age of 55 ± 2.33 years is unusual. An SD of 2.33 is implausibly small for a clinical population aged 18–80. This should be rechecked.???
TTR Definition Error ? There is a contradiction:

Methods state: TTR >50% = poor control → incorrect. , Results and discussion correctly treat TTR <50% as poor control. This must be corrected for consistency.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant, recent, and appropriate for the topic. 
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable and the scientific content is clear

Several sentences require refinement for grammar verb tenses 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The topic is relevant to cardiovascular medicine, pharmacy, and pharmacotherapy, and the findings contribute useful regional data to the existing literature. Overall, the study is well-structured and the results are clearly presented.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

Based on the information presented in the manuscript, no major ethical concerns are immediately evident.
The manuscript does not explicitly state whether ethical approval was obtained or whether informed consent was required or waived.
The authors should clearly indicate the name of the ethics committee, the approval number .
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