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systematic review and network meta-analysis.
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GENERAL COMMENTS The authors propose a protocol for a metanalysis on the

efficacy/safety of stenting/angioplasty for symptomatic intracranial
arterial stenosis. It seems interesting to review the first primary
objective ("determine the effects of different endovascular
treatments on patients with symptomatic intracranial artery
stenosis"). It seems vague the way it is written.
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Reviewer: 1
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The authors propose a protocol for a metanalysis on the efficacy/safety of stenting/angioplasty for
symptomatic intracranial arterial stenosis. It seems interesting to review the first primary objective
("determine the effects of different endovascular treatments on patients with symptomatic intracranial
artery stenosis"). It seems vague the way it is written. The exact element being studied (such as
efficacy or safety) should be mentioned here.
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