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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Thank you for opportunity for reviewing this paper “Transradial versus transfemoral 

secondary access outcomes in TAVI - A systematic review and meta-analysis”. This 

article is interesting, but some issues should be explained more.   1.Who are the 

independent investigators?  2. It will be better to show kappa for the selection and data 

extraction. Please show the data of kappa of agreement during the systematic searches. 

How disagreements were solved during the systematic search among two independent 

reviewers?  3.Please add previous systematic reviews and what are their limitations 

and what was your rationale of doing this meta-analysis the introduction section. 4. In 

addition to the Newcastle Ottawa Scale, which is a validated tool and was an acceptable 

choice. However, to enhance the reproducibility and comparability of this review to 

future reviews of a similar topic (possibly an update of this review) I also recommend 

including a risk of bias assessment using ROBINS-I, since it is the newest and most 

robust method of assessing risk of bias in systematic reviews/meta-analyses.  5. What 

are your primary and secondary outcomes? 6.The GRADE tool is suggested. 7. 

Discussion should include what your review updates the previous evidence. If the above 

suggestions are incorporated and the paper is thoroughly edited, it will be a strong 

contribution to the literature. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Dear author has cited 4 kinds of vascular complications like stroke ,bleeding ,vascular 

complications and all cause mortality and the author has stated that transrdial access as 

a secondary access is safer .However ,the author has significantly failed to establish how 

the transradial access has influenced the so significantly .I feel there are many other 

variables which have influenced the outcome has been ignored by the author like for one 

examples :EURO score ,the anatomy of the primary access sites and other 

comorbities .Please define and specify the bleeding  and vascular  complications and 

provide objective details 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

the problem of vascular complications after TAVR is an important one this meta 

analysis , mainly using retrospective data, is important as it shows clearly the advantage 

of the radial approach for the secondary access 
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