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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 addresses a clinically important and increasingly relevant area in interventional cardiology by synthesizing contemporary evidence on risk stratification and peri-procedural optimization in complex percutaneous coronary intervention. By integrating anatomical, clinical, physiological, and procedural perspectives, the review provides a comprehensive framework that supports more individualized and evidence-based decision-making. The manuscript highlights current challenges and gaps in applying risk models in real-world practice, thereby identifying priorities for future research and innovation. As such, it represents a valuable resource for clinicians, researchers, and guideline developers aiming to improve outcomes in high-risk PCI populations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable, as it accurately reflects the scope and focus of the manuscript on risk stratification and peri-procedural optimization in complex percutaneous coronary intervention. It is clear, informative, and aligned with the content of the review.
	

	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 accurately reflects the scope and main themes of the manuscript, including risk stratification frameworks, peri-procedural optimization strategies, and their relevance to outcomes in complex PCI. It effectively summarizes the integration of anatomical, clinical, and procedural considerations and highlights the clinical importance of individualized decision-making.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and consistent with current evidence and guideline-based practice in interventional cardiology. The concepts discussed, including anatomical and clinical risk stratification, physiology-guided PCI, peri-procedural pharmacological optimization, and the use of mechanical circulatory support in high-risk settings, are accurately presented and appropriately supported by landmark trials, contemporary meta-analyses, and major society guidelines. The interpretations of the cited literature are balanced and generally avoid overstatement, with appropriate acknowledgment of limitations and areas of uncertainty, particularly regarding risk prediction models and hemodynamic support strategies. No major scientific inaccuracies are identified; however, as noted elsewhere, clearer definitions and deeper discussion of certain modalities would further enhance scientific rigor rather than correct errors.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient, well selected, and appropriately cited to support the scientific content of the manuscript. They include key landmark randomized trials, long-term follow-up studies, contemporary meta-analyses, and up-to-date guideline documents, with several references from 2024–2025, indicating good coverage of recent literature.
	

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


	Yes, the language and overall quality of English are suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is written in clear, professional, and academically appropriate language, with consistent terminology and a logical flow of ideas throughout the text.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a timely and clinically relevant topic and provides a well-structured and comprehensive overview of risk stratification and peri-procedural optimization in complex PCI. The review is informative, balanced, and well supported by contemporary evidence and guideline recommendations, making it a valuable resource for both clinicians and researchers. With minor refinements to definitions, methodological clarity, and expansion of selected topics, the manuscript would be further strengthened and well positioned for publication in a peer-reviewed journal.
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