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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The article is well written and presents clear justification, well defined objective. 
Could you be with the method described above (what questions were asked of the 
interviewees?) 
In the results: they do not mention table 4, table 5 and 6 in the text 
Discussion: the part that begins: "The readiologist needs to be well informed ..." should not 
be in the conclusion but in the final considerations / discussion. 
In the conclusion must be attentive to respond to the purpose of the study! 

Questions asked in the questionnaire had been described  in the method 
Tables 4,5, and 6 had been mentioned in the result. 
 
The part has been removed and designated recommendation. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 

 

 


