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Dear author  Thank you for the submission of your article to our journal. I’ve just read 

your paper and felt many problems in this case report as follows;  The sentence “we 

address a fatal pseudoaneurysm presenting with persistent epistaxis and its appropriate 

management.” is a little strange. Pembrolizumab is not a chemotherapy agent. In the 

chemotherapy, the expression #4th round” is not appropriate expression. What is the 

complication “hearing”? Abbreviation of fractions should be frs. How much dosage of 

the radiation therapy could be administered to the local field after the recurrence? You 

should full spell the abbreviation at its first appearance even if the word is MRI. In Fig.1., 

you should explain the findings of necrosis. “an emergency measure” should be 

corrected as “an emergency measures”. This paper does not need details of coil 

embolization procedures. You should at least speculate why this case developed 

re-bleeding after presumed complete coil embolization. 

 


