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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Dear Authors, The use of the expression (< 3cm) in the title of the article was not
appropriate. It will be sufficient to specify what is meant by small in the material method
section. Gadopentetate dimeglumine is the content of Magnevist. I am not sure if a drug
with this content is produced by GE Healthcare. Please verify the composition of the
contrast agent used. In how many of the patients was the diagnosis of IPAS made
histopathologically? There is no precise information about this in the article. Please
specify the material in the method section. The work you use as the first reference almost
exactly coincides with your work. Therefore, please compare the results of the study of
Pandey A. et al. in detail in the discussion section. Please add to the limitations that not

all IPASs were diagnosed histopathologically. Best regards,
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

A very interesting and well thought-out retrospective analysis is presented here. The

aim of this work was to prevent unnecessary surgery in IPAS patients. Unfortunately, no

information can be obtained from the manuscript as to whether this goal was achieved.

There is a lack of essential data on the patients examined. Especially how many IPAS

patients were operated on. The radiologist is certainly pleased with the good results.

However, the clinician wonders whether this is a relevant problem at all.




