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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.


	This manuscript addresses a topic of high clinical and scientific importance and fills relevant gaps in the current literature. The findings provide valuable evidence for future research and potential clinical applications, contributing meaningfully to the field.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and clearly reflects the scope of the manuscript, effectively covering current evidence, clinical applications, and future research perspectives of mechanical circulatory support in high-risk PCI.
	

	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 comprehensive and adequately summarizes the background, main content, and clinical relevance of the manuscript. It may be improved by briefly highlighting the indications and comparative features of different mechanical circulatory support devices to enhance clinical applicability, while slightly reducing repetitive background statements to improve focus.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and accurately summarizes current evidence on mechanical circulatory support in high-risk PCI. It appropriately discusses device types, hemodynamic benefits, procedural outcomes, and complications. Minor improvements could address the variability in long-term outcomes. Overall, it provides a reliable synthesis for the scientific community.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are generally adequate and up-to-date. Including a few recent studies on prophylactic MCS in complex PCI or AI-guided hemodynamic support could further enhance the manuscript.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical and phrasing improvements could enhance clarity and readability.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

This manuscript is a literature review that synthesizes published studies and guidelines without involving new human subjects, patient interventions, or identifiable personal data. Therefore, no ethical issues are anticipated.
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