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This is an interesting case report about the endovascular treatment of paravisceral
mycotic aneurysm. English editing is necessary, as there are many typographical

errors throughout the manuscript.
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The authors reported a case of paravisceral mycotic aneurysm, which was performed by
endovascular therapy. This case report is interesting. As a reviewer, I have two requests.
#1 The content of case report is interesting, however, the whole of manuscript, especially
in the “Discussion” section, were subdivided into smaller paragraph. The authors had

better subdivide their manuscript into larger paragraph.

#2 The present manuscript

had no abstract section. In addition, the references were not expressed, based on the
contribution rule of “WJC”. The authors revised their manuscript according to the

contribution rule fo “WJC”.
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