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Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments
Optional/General comments

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer,
correct the manuscript and highlight that part in
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors
should write his/her feedback here)

-There are many, many grammatical and spelling errors.
Normally I would include this under the “minor revisions”
category, but in this case these errors make the manuscript
difficult to follow. This is particularly the case for the
discussion, which I can hardly comment on given the poor
writing.
-The exact methodology of the study is not clearly set forth in
the methods section. Were all patients presenting with ACS
to this hospital included? If not, who was excluded? In other
words, there should be very clear inclusion and exclusion
criteria for this study if it is truly prospective. ACS should be
more clearly defined for the study population.
-Few advocate for performing LP as a simple reflex for all ACS
patients that present to the hospital. For instance, if a patient
has severe hyponatremia that might explain his or her ACS
then most clinicians would address this and only perform LP
if there are other indications (ie unexplained fevers) in the
same patient. What would perhaps be most informative from
this data set would be an analysis of the patients who did not
have an obvious cause of their ACS. Among those patients,
what percent had helpful LPs?
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