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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
A rare case of trauma with high mortality is when doctors are unaware of the underlying

symptom in the patient. Excellent work and excellent results on that patient. 1. Please

make the introduction and conclusion in the abstract concise 2. Please describe in detail

the mechanism of the motor vehicle collision that occurs in this patient to ensure the

acceleration and deceleration mechanism which is the cause of the aortic

pseudoaneurysm in this patient. 3. Did the patient have a ct scan for the

thoracoabdominal area at the time of the accident 3 months ago? This is a screening for

trauma patients, especially patients with small bowel injuries and pelvic trauma. 4.

Please be consistent whether the patient follow-up that the author did for 2 or 4 years?

There is a difference in the statement in "OUTCOME AND FOLLOW-UP" and the last

sentence in "DISCUSSION".
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It is an interesting manuscript. Authors succeed to present their data in a clear way

adding information to the existing literature. Therefore, I have no corrections to do and

the manuscript can be published unaltered.
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Broad pertinent approach for best professional advancements
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