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The manuscript reviews the consequences of Cardiac Resynchronization Therapy 
on cardiac metabolism and contractility in patients with hypertrophied and deficient 
hearts. The paper is generally well written, and, considering the importance of 
cardiovascular disease over the world, raises questions that should be given to the 
attention of pacemakers and/or defibrillators manufacturers, as well as to the whole 
scientific community. I suggest the publication of the manuscript, of which I point 
out minor revisions in the text. 
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We have taken into account your preoccupations in the text (see yellow color). 
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