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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Thank you for submitting this interesting case. A few queries if addressed could clear

some conceptions about the patient and treatment rendered., 1. What predisposing

factors were assessed in taking this patient up for stenting? 2. Was there evidence of

significant carotid artery disease predisposing this patient's CVA history? 3. Under

what circumstances were surgery obviatory in this patient? 4. What baseline

characteristics were evaluated to rule out IMH? 5. Under what circumstances does your

unit stent a dissecting ulcer/ IMH in place of conservative fenestration in patients over

60 years of age? 6. Were composite stents used to address the LSCA stenosis &

dissection? I feel the
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