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	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This article aims to define the range of clinical presentations but the number of patients in the study is limited for this purpose. Acute aortic syndrome is a very challenging diagnosis to make. Aside from the classical clinical signs, the clinical presentations at the time of hospital admission can vary considerably. This study may be useful in reminding that patients with acute aortic syndromes can present with complaints other than the commonly known symptoms.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Yes. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are no scientifically incorrect data in the study. However, the investigated topic is analyzed somewhat superficially. While diagnosis is possible with TTE alone, CTA undoubtedly has a role in the management of these patients. I believe this aspect should be discussed.
Additionally, given the current sample size, making a general statement about the clinical presentations of acute aortic syndromes is not feasible. It is also observed that the study lacks a 'Limitations' section, which should definitely be included.

Lastly, I could not understand why the blood pressure difference between the two upper extremities is considered a high-risk factor.
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	 There are numerous grammatical errors, and the entire text needs to be reviewed from this perspective.
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