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We appreciate Dr. Reeker’s creative instructions and

understanding concerning the dilemma to treat or not to

treat CCSVI in multiple sclerosis, under present condition

of the health system in Serbia [1, 2]. Yet, such dilemma is

not the only one that future randomized studies should

elucidate, which we tried to emphasize in our letter as well!

If we waited for the completion of major randomized

clinical trials, we would have been at risk that many MS

patients would go abroad and get the procedure in centers

that do not seem to share our concern about the validity of

the procedure and its outcome. Therefore, we designed our

own single-center prospective study to analyze early and

late results (mean follow-up more than 1 year). Endovas-

cular treatment was performed in 42 of 75 patients with MS

in which CCSVI was detected by Duplex scanning and

confirmed by CT angiography, which met the criteria to be

included in the study [2]. The early and 1-year results are to

be analyzed, and if found unsatisfactory, we will discon-

tinue the procedure until the results from major trials

become available.

Another issue that we wanted to stress, and that major

studies also should take into consideration, is that obliga-

tory CT angiography in more than 30% of MS patients

revealed various external compression on the jugular vein.

If ‘‘jugular compressive syndrome’’ is the real fact, with

solid hemodynamic implications, it could (1) additionally

bring under questioning the concept of endovascular

treatment of CCSVI in MS because PTA will not release

the external compression; (2) lead to conclusion that

Duplex scanning alone might be insufficient for CCSVI

diagnosis, thus influencing the design of major randomized

clinical trials that are still in preparation.
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