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Comments To Authors The idea of this work is interesting and number of patients in this study is
enough. The authors have done the error analysis so I only have the following minor comments: 1.
Abstract and authors” information cannot be found in the manuscript. 2. There is no CTPA image
showing with and without reduction of contrast. 3. The authors should justify why they decided to
reduce the contrast dose by 20% but not other values.
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Overall:  This study utilised a lower dose (60ml) of contrast agent compared to the normal dose
(75ml) currently used in clinical practice. The experimental results have shown that a reduction in
contrast agent dose can be achieved without adversely affecting pulmonary arterial enhancement in
CTPA. They demonstrated that using a reduced dose of contrast medium (60ml vs 75ml) is a
clinically feasible without adversely affecting the image quality and diagnostic value of CTPA for PE.
They proposed the lower contrast dose of 60ml should be used as standard practice in all patients
undergoing CTPA.  The dose reduction is intended to enhance patient safety as well reducing the
overall scanning cost. The dose reduction is a hot issue at present. This is a useful paper for the
patient’s health care.
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