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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

1. What were the scars of the surgical procedures in ptl? 2. What was the duration of

follow up in pt 2? 3. The study could have been continued by recruiting more

asymptomatic individuals to document the effect of position and use of dynamic

sonography. 4. Which are the pts who would benefit by non surgical means? 5. Would

use of water as a contrast help in imaging better during dynamic sonography? 6. Before

concluding the use of sonography in ideal positioning, more data may be required in

both symptomatic and asymptomatic pts.




