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REVISION 
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I think that the presented paper could be interesting for a reasonable 
number of scientists in pharmaco-epidemiology and pharmaco-economics 
areas. However, some problems exist. As a whole, the manuscript is rather 
poorly written and very difficult to reading. The Authors use a lot of 
abbreviations but they are not used properly. Some abbreviations are used 
without explanation. The full names or abbreviations should be used 
constantly.  
To me, the list of abbreviations should be added.  
Some comparisons are not clear, e.g.: “Diuretics, b-blockers, angiotensin 
receptor blockers 
were more frequently used in females than in males - 22%, 47%, 22%, 
resp. 19%, 42%, 
19%, unlike ACE-inhibitors - 29% vs 26%.” It is not clear to me. 
The sentence “FDC were underused.” It needs some comments. What 
does it mean? 
“The study confirms that the generic and therapeutic competition leads to 
significant price decrease and change the trends in the FDC utilization in 
cardiology.” It is not clear. There are no any comparisons between original 
and generic products.  
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