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a. Spanos K, et al. Management of Ascending Aorta and Aortic Arch: Similarities and 

Differences Among Cardiovascular Guidelines. J Endovasc Ther. 2022 Oct;29(5):667-677. 

b. Tian C, et al. Surgical treatment patterns and clinical outcomes of type B aortic 

dissection involving the aortic arch. J Vasc Surg. 2023 Apr;77(4):1016-1027.e9. c. 

Kosiorowska M, et al. Non-A non-B acute aortic dissection with entry tear in the aortic 

arch. Interact Cardiovasc Thorac Surg. 2022 May 2;34(5):878-884. 
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The authors should be congratulated for improving their mini-review of the literature on 

non-A non-B aortic dissection. However, they did not address some of the important 

questions/comments and they have even skipped the most important question so I will 

repeat - What is the novelty of this mini-review in comparison with previously 

published similar review article (Howard C, et al. Non-A non-B aortic dissection: A 

literature review. J Card Surg. 2021 May;36(5):1806-1813.)?  I still have several 

comments that limit the scientific value of the manuscript:  1.       I strongly 

recommend to add similar review article on the same topic to your references (Howard 

C, et al. Non-A non-B aortic dissection: A literature review. J Card Surg. 2021 

May;36(5):1806-1813.) since the topic is very similar and it is important to acknowledge 

the recent work done by other authors.  2.       Pls re-phrase the subtitle to 

“Treatment modalities”  3.       Pls re-phrase “to any kind of surgery”  4.       Pls 

add the most recent and important AHA guidelines to your discussion (doi: 

10.1161/CIR.0000000000001106. Epub 2022 Nov 2.)  5.       I would suggest 

mentioning important diagnostic pathways after the section “Clinical Presentation” 

(PMID: 32503754 DOI: 10.1016/j.hfc.2020.03.002) and discussing the value of 

preoperative CT that is being increasingly used in our routine practice and can detect 

incidental findings in aortic patients such as non-A non-B aortic dissection (PMID: 

32865197 DOI: 10.1093/icvts/ivaa160). This should improve the important discussion 

about diagnostic approach missing in your review article. 

 


