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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

Minor REVISION comments

1. The author must reformulate the conclusion of the abstract because we couldn’t
conclude that on a study of 6 cases on the other hand the conclusion of the article

is very logical

Optional/General comments

It is very interesting dosimetric study, | can add some comments:
We can compare two plans for the same position for every position but we cannot compare
the superiority for position in this study except if each patient had a CT scan in one position

then the other (supine and prone)
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