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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

In this study, Chai et al reported a new surgical procedure treating clot caused by SCH. 

Their work is interesting with potential usefulness for a wilder clinic application. I have 

the following comments.   It seems that the visual outcome of the 4 cases reported here 
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were not exciting. The procedure the authors used is more effective on anatomical 

recovery. In this situation, the authors should discussion the reasons and explain why 

the anatomical recovery is also important and essential for patient with SCH. Since the 

authors are trying to propose a new surgical procedure and I understood that it’s not 

possible to lunch a control group now. They should try to compare their new method 

with the current ones and outline the advantages. There are many regimes other than 

urokinase used in clinic for clot dissolution, the authors may need discuss why they 

chose urokinase. Discussion section paragraph 2, “Excellent final anatomical results 

were also achieved in cases 1 and 3” dose not make sense, case 3 and 4? 
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