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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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 
 

 
Add mm measurement to figure 2 y-axis 
 
Figure 2, I don’t see how the agreement could be considered ‘optimal’ as the spread of values is quite 
wide.  Consider revising descriptive word like ‘good’ and ‘optimal’. 
 
Figure 3, case presentation 1, middle panel should read “SB” instead of QCA which is used twice. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

Overall a great study to conduct, excellent idea, and appears to have been conducted properly with blinded 
analysis of the QCA and SB images. Increasing the number of subjects would have made this an even more 
impactful study.  The authors provide a reasonable summary of the prior literature that allows some 
comparison of the context of this study. 
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