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GENERAL COMMENTS | would advise the authors to include postoperative pain assessment

(e.g., VAS or similar), due to potential interraction between
postoperative pain and PONV.

REVIEWER Caroline Smith
University of Western Sydney, Australia
REVIEW RETURNED 03-Oct-2014
GENERAL COMMENTS Overall the paper is well written and | have only a few points of

clarification are required.

Abstract: the abstract describes in the introduction that the research
will develop an understanduing of treatment fidelity and factirs that
suppport or impede the use of PC6. | didn't find these related
methods described sufficiently in the methods section.

The rationale for treatment of only this point and for only 36 hours
could be expanded. Other points could have been used, although as
discussed these points are used easily.

Exclusion criteria: she this be extended to previous use of
acupuncture? This may influence expectancy.

Is the statistican blind to analysis- not made explicitly clear.
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