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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Dear Authors very compliments for this issue. The authors demonstrated that the

overall analysis result showed that there was no significance between the argatroban

group and the control group (Risk ratio=1.34; 95%CI=0.66-2.74; P=0.42) (figure 4). The

results indicated that argatroban does not increase the risk of bleeding in AIS. Please

can the authors indicate if there are gender differences in these studies, in particular in

adverse events (bleeding)?. However, the authors can indicate the role of age and

comorbidity (renal and liver disease in particular) in the choice of treated population?

Best regards
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