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- The manuscript evaluates the diagnosiic accuracy of the WHO Laboratory-Based Cardi isk Chartin
detecting cardiovascular disease among outpatients a Dr. Sitanala Ger . ic i cinically
relevant because cardiovascular disease najor contributor to morbidity and mrtalty lobally and
nationally. Validat s ! populations is important. the
scientific contribution i somewhat limited because several validation studies of WHO ular risk charts
have already been conducted in Asian authors should clearly explain the unique rationale for

nducting this validation n the Indon it contribut der

+ The tite suggests an evaluation of diagnostic accuracy; however, the WHO Cardi
originally 0ol rather than a diagnostic instrument. Th
the author

en risk predicion and diseas

gical concepts.

< sectional,case-
rt,or diagno < should expliity descri
dy design and justity why ROC analys valuating 2 del. Diagno

valdation and risk prediction validation typically require different metho

+ The sampling process i inadequately described. Although the sampl 0 participansis mentioned
s no detaied explanation regarding partiipant recruitment, inclusion and exclusion critera, sampling
o ther consecutive sampling The: ns imit reproducibiity and raise concerns

regarding i bias.

~The sample size justiication is weak. The authors state that 210 partiipants were considered adequate f
chi-square and ROC analyses, but no formal sample. tic accuracy studie
generally requir 0 AUC. The manuscript

should provide a satistica raionale for sample adequacy.

~The definition o ula cisease (PKV) s not clearly explained. The manu
cardiovascular disease status was established, whether through dincal diagnosis, me
confirmation, ICD coding, imaging results, or other critera. The validity of the gold standard outcome

therefore uncertain. Thisis a major methodological concerr

~There are serious inconsistencies in the interpresation of odds raios. For example, male participants had a
higher pr of cardiovascular dis (623%) than women (39.4%) yet the manuscript reports an
OR 0f 0.39 and interprets this as 2 lower likelivood among men. This interpretation appears contradictory and
suggests either an error in OR calculation, reference category selection, of narraive interpretation. Similar

issues appear in the cholesterol analysis. T ncies must be corrected.

+The age findings are un s Iy recognized as one of the strongest cardiovascular
isk factors. The absence of associat cerns regarding sample composition

gorization strategy, or sta m should dscuss these findings mre criically rather

than merely reporting them.

~The ROC analysis indicates an AUC of 0. pifcant pal demonsirating poor
discriminatory abily. This i the central finding of the study and is appropriately reported. However, the
authors should compare this result with validation studie ted in other populations and discuss w

hart performed poorly in their cohort.
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+ The interpretation of iagn insufficientlycritcal. An 64, sensitvity
fcity of 41.75%, LR+ of a indicate poor cincal iy, These likelihood rati
The manuscript should explicitly dscuss the implicato

these findings for clinical practi

+ The cut.off analysis presented in Table 2 lacks The ationale for selecting the final cut
offvalue is unclear, and the Youden Index values are uniformiy need amore deailed explanation
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- Table presentation requires substantial revision. Several tables contain
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standardiz
the res
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discrepanc cs,lfestyle, and local populai w e supporting data,

These explanations should be pre hypoth

ary, which i rea However, it does
ot adequately expl e otential explanations such as calibration issues, ifferences
inbaseline cardiova K populatc y. healthcare acc

endpoint hould be discus:  depth.

~The study evaluates only a limited sef of risk factors. Important cardiovascular predictors suc
index,family istory, physical activity, diet, medication us nomic status, and renal functior

Included. The omission of these variables may partally explain the poor predictive performance observed.

+The manuscript thical approval information. Studies invling patient medical records or
approval from an e mmittee and include the approval number. This

omission raises concerns regarcing compliance with research ethics standards.

- The English language requires substantial revision. Numerous grammatical errors, awkward sentence
minalos tatistical des - include
ity of men expe Tikelhoos nce

ntervals and statistical termi ional English editing

- Several statistical reporting practices require improvement. Exact p-values should be consistently reported.
ny. In addition, multivariable analysis would strengthen the
iderably because the current analyss el y on bivariate chi-square testing. Confounding

effects are therefore not controlled

+The conclusion appropriately acknowledges the limited performance of the WHO chart. H
regarding adaptation of the instrument should be made cautiously because the current st

valuate alternative models or recalibration strategies.

+ The manuscript would benefi rom comparison with other cardiovascular risk prediction

ramingham Risk Score, SCORE2, Pooled Cohort Equations, o region-specific models. Such

provide s text for evaluating the WHO chart's performance in Indonesia.

+The referer de: nich is a strength. However eferen

ontribute e tothe scientifc argument and should be:
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terminology throughos the results sectior

- The discussion section contains several unsupport ce, the authors attribute
discrepancies to genetics, lfestle, and local popula s ting any supporting data.

These explanations should be presented as hypothe

+ The manuscriptrepeatedly concludes that localvalidation is necessary, which s reasonable. However i o
ot adequately explore why the WHO chart faled. Potential explanations such as caliration isues, ifferencs
i baseline cardiovascularrisk, population heterogeneity, healthcare access, medication use, or differences in

endpoint definiions should be discussed in greater depth.

- The study evaluates only a limited setof isk factors. Important cardiovascular predictors such as b
index,family istory, physical aciviy, diet, medication u: omic status, and renal functio

included. The omission of these variables may partall explain the poor prediciive performance observed.

+ The manuscript does not report ethical approval information. Studies involving patient medical records or
clearly state approval from an et nmittee and include the approval number.Th

omission raises concerns regarding complian

+The English language requir fon. Numerous grammatical errors, awkward sentence
constructio n caldescriptions are present. Examples include
The majority of men experienced of PKV." and inconsistent presentation of confidence

Intervals and statistical terminol jonal English editng i strongly recommende

s require improvement. Exact p-values should be consistently reported
Confidence intervals should be presented uniformly. In addition, multivariable analysis would strengthen the
study considerably because the current analy xclu ting. Confounding

effects are theref

- The conclusion appropriately acknowledges the limited performance of the WHO chart. However, statements
regarding adaptation of the instrument sho autiously because the current study

evaluate alternative or recallbratc

+ The manuscript would benefic from her cardiovascular risk prediction to
Framingham Risk S ORE?, Po uations, or region-sp els. Such c

provide stronger context for evaluating the WHO chart’s performance in Indonesi,

- The reference lis includes several recent and relevan studies, which is 2 strength. However, some references

are non.scientific sources (e.g, media reports) that contribute lte to the scientfc argument and should be

replaced with peer-reviewed lerature
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