Response to Reviewers

Dear Editor,

On behalf of all authors, I would like to thank reviewers for useful comments and suggestions. We did our best to improve manuscript. In the following text are our responses (italic) to Reviewer’s comments (bold).

Recezent A
General recommendations to authors:

• 2D ultrasound imaging is basic imaging modality for contouring of target volume and objective quantitative examination of prostate shape consistency during HDRBT. That is why it should be clarified whether one person contoured or more in order to document whether and to which extent subjective factors impacted given results (as intra/interobserver variations). 

• Furthermore, if inter/intraobserver variations in prostate shape contouring are excluded/controlled, it should be explained, from a clinical point of view, why the prostate shape/volume did not change (like some other tumors change, i.e. cervical carcinoma) in the curse of more than two months of fractionated HDRBH treatment, despite achievement of good tumor control and treatment results.

• As the assessment of institutional clinical data (overall survival, biochemical no-evidence of disease (bNED) and HDRBT complication risks) was not assigned as the subject matter in the aim, methods and results of the text, it should be omitted in discussion. 
 Suggestions for corrections:
· Title: …………axial images in planning of high dose rate brachytherapy

for prostate cancer
Our comment and action:
Done. The title is corrected.
· Abstract: 

In serbian language abstract, term opcrtati should be replaced with term ocrtati /konturisati
Our comment and action:
Done. See first paragraph of serbian language abstract.
· Methods:


See general recommendation 1 
Our comment and action:
Reviewer has stressed very interesting problem and we tried to accomplish it.

In that sense, we point out that the manual segmentation was always carried out by one person, therapist.
· Results:

· Discussion:

See general recommendation 2 
Our comment and action:
Thank you for valuable suggestion, but when external beam radiotherapy alone was concerned, the particular effect of prostate gland shrinkage is clinically insignificant. This comment is added to first paragraph of Conclusion in new version.

See general recommendation 3
Our comment and action:
Done. 
Conclusion:

Literature:
Recenzent C:

Na osnovu uvida u oblast kojom se rad bavi, mišljenja sam da rad predstavlja orgimalan pristup u ispitivanju kvaliteta ocrtavanja kapsile prostae.

Ovakav rad do sada nije publikovan u časopisima nacionalnog i međunarodnog značaja, a jednostavnost metode koja je u skladu sa očekivanim rezultatima spoljašnje radioterapije, ptovrđuje značaj rada.
Our comment and action:
Thank you for your positive assessment of our work.
Once again, thank you for all the comments and consideration.

Yours sincerely,

Katarina Rajković
