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This reviewer appreciates the efforts of the authors but is less convinced about the

usefulness of detailed retrospective statistical data analysis from of a single center, a

very limited number of cases and of stent types that are increasingly replaced by better

types. The help current TIPS placers may obtain from this would appear to be limited

short of some practical considerations that certainly could be beneficial. The analysis

does not really provide evidence based recommendations
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
This is an interesting manuscript about the risk factors of stent fracture after transjugular

intrahepatic portosystemic shunt placement using the bare metal stent/stent-graft

combination technique. The data demonstrated that the number of implanted stents and

stent binding angle at the IVC end were predictors of stent fracture. The authors have

suggested that the incidence of stent fracture could potentially be reduced by procedural

modifications. This manuscript is nicely structured. However, the primary criticism of

this manuscript is a lack of accuracy for data, especially patient characteristics. Please

consider the following comment. (Comment) 1. Page 10, Table 1, Patient

characteristics The number of patients is 61 in the integrity group. However, as for sex,

the total number of patients is 58 (38 + 20 = 58) in the integrity group. In addition, as for,

age, Child-Pugh classification, stent number, and reoperation, the total number of

patients is 68 in the integrity group. Is the one or the other correct? 2. Page 7, Patient

characteristics, lines 8-9 “A total 151 stents were implanted, with an average of 2.2 stents

implanted in each patient (range: 2-4).” The data (Table 1) shows that 169 stents (2 x 55 +

2 x 4 + 3 x 11 + 3 x 2 + 4 x 2 + 4 x 1 = 169) were implanted. Is the one or the other correct?
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Sorry if I have got it wrong. Please consider. 3. Page 6, Statistical analysis, lines 9-10

The authors described that the model was adjusted for covariates found to be significant

in univariate analysis. A covariate found to be statistically significant is only angle 2 in

Table 1. Which kind of covariates except “angle 2” is selected in multivariate analysis? I

think the authors should make it clear.
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