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Ccol

Dear Authors, my only concern is the following:

In the introduction, as well as in the beginning of the discussion section you mentioned that
HyFoSy is less painful alternative to traditional HSG and has the potential for high chance for
conceiving. From the other side the study is unblinded. So my concern is whether you will
inform women for this difference in both methods and how you will ensure randomisation if
they prefer the HyFoSy testing.
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I Reviewer: 1
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A. Reviewer

In the introduction, as well as in the beginning of the discussion section you
mentioned that HyFoSy is less painful alternative to traditional HSG and has the
potential for high chance for conceiving. From the other side the study is
unblinded. So my concern is whether you will inform women for this difference
in both methods and how you will ensure randomisation if they prefer the
HyFoSy testing.

B. Response

We thank the reviewer for their comment and we understand their concern. As
mentioned in the patient information letter, we will inform potential
participants that most women experience HyFoSy as less painful compared to
HSG, but that it is still unknown whether tubal flushing by HyFoSy increases
pregnancy chances. Women can outweigh the characteristics of each test and
decide whether they want to participate in this randomized controlled trial. We
experience that some women have a preference for either of the two tests, but
about 50% of the eligible women is willing to participate after reading the
information.

C. Changes
made

We emphasised the lack of randomized controlled trials on the therapeutic
effects of HyFoSy in the introduction and changed: ‘To date, the therapeutic
effects of tubal flushing by HyFoSy have only been studied in observational
studies with limited sample size, lacking a control group.’ into ‘To date,
randomized controlled trial on the therapeutic effects of tubal flushing by
HyFoSy are lacking. Pregnancy rates after HyFoSy have only been reported only
been reported in observational studies with limited sample size, lacking a control
group.’

D. Location of
changes

Lines 111-112




