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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

the manuscript involves in a prospective study on the HET, a treatment technique's 

efficiacy and safty in IH, with some clinical guiding significance. However, I have some 

concerns in details as below: 1. the word 'largest' is better to be removed or replaced by 

'relatively large' 2.what is IRB? 3.the patients' information should be provided in more 

details, e.p the anticoagulants history, the hemorrhagic diseases,etc 4. Why choose the 

3-months, but not longer time, e.p 6 or 12 months as the second time point for 

questionnaire? 5.What was done to avoid the telephone question’s bias? 6. The 

information of the HET operators should be described, as well as the operating time，

which could exert impact on the prognosis. 7.The patients treated with modified HET 

should not be enrolled because of the different device. The author should provide more 

information to obtain the correct conclusion 

 


