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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This is a very well-written review of the vaptan class of pharmaceuticals. I have only 2 comments. 1.

p.6, "More recent trials have demonstrated similar safety endpoints however to clear benefit to

nesiritide therapy." Please clarify this sentence. Do you mean, "More recent trials have demonstrated

similar safety endpoints, but no clear benefit to nesiritide therapy."

2. p.10, last sentence, should

read "when compared to a V2 selective antagonist, increased the first derivative..." (not decreased)
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This review is timely and well written, providing a comprehensive and succinct clinical review.

Minor point - please rewrite final sentence of Conclusions section - it is confusing as currently

written.




