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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.


	The manuscript is a compilation of well-known facts that were relevant 10-12 years ago. Although the topic of reperfusion is important, the author does not offer a deep analysis of current controversies, limiting himself to a superficial retelling of basic STEMI concepts. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is too ambitious. The terms "Emerging Paradigms" and "Revisiting" do not correspond to the text of the article. The article should be titled "Modern Strategies and Innovations in the Reperfusion Therapy of Acute Myocardial Infarction: A Narrative 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 consists of general phrases and lacks specific data or statistical conclusions. It needs to be revised.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In general, yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. However, the author mentions thromboectomy as "controversial," but does not analyze the results of key studies conducted in recent years that have changed the recommendations.

There is an excessive focus on the D2B indicator, while modern science has already moved on to discussing "total ischemia time," which is only mentioned in the article.
The "Methods" section needs to be revised, as it is not reproducible or formal.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, the links are outdated and need to be updated
	

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


	Yes, English is acceptable.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

There are no ethical issues
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