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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

What was the reason for not considering stent graft insertion as a treatment option? On

page 4, line 19, what is the definition of a large aneurysm? On page 5, line 11, should

we not consider aneurysm rupture as a risk? On page 6, line 2, did you mean "vascular

stapler"? On page 7, lines 5-6, please reword and clarify your statement about the

aneurysm being biased towards the SVC. On page 7, line 11, is it a vascular stapler or a

vascular endostapler? On page 7, line 14, is it for aneurysm resection or resolution?




