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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Dear Authors, Overall, this case report presentation represents  a new method and well 

organized. Regarding the provided check list, I would like you to refer to the following 

points: Title, key words and background are acceptable. In the abstract ( P3, line77), it is 

notified as the first case used this method, while in the P 5, line 131, you mentioned that 

" few studies have reported ultrasound-guided LRB", please elaborate it more. In the 

Method section, there some questions to be clarified: - P6, line 147, what does Acid Pain 

mean? - P6, line 160, it seems there is a discrepancy between VAS and ODI . Please 

explain more. - P7, line 177, the probe frequency was typed 6-1, is it correct. Also, would 

not it better if you used a linear probe instead. For illustrations , it could be better to put 

some pictures of the patient position, right place of probe position and needle insertion. 

References: few of them are too old.(ie. Reference #4) Thank you,            

 


