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Article questions; Deconstructing acrophobia.
Question 1.
This article sheds light on the aspect of deconstructing acrophobia; a factor which affects many individuals in the contemporary world. The authors’ main question is; what are the major roles of sensory as well as mental variables in acrophobia? The study question is based on the concern of height and the fear of heights; factors which adversely affects patients in different ways. 
Question 2.
The authors believed that this question is essentials based on the assertion that over the past years, there has been a lack of adequate knowledge on the connection between postural control as well as anxiety complications.  However, the focus on how these disorders are interrelated has brought about many complications being joined together and hence making it harder to ascertain the selective effects of factors (Coelho & Wallis, 2010).  In this setting, the authors perceive that this question will help them to address compilations behind the understanding of concepts and variables of acrophobia in regards to the postural control. It will also help them to address the issue of selective effects like that of balance control among the patients.  The question is also believed to be an open-ended entity that will possibly leave a room for recommendations and further studies.
Question 3.
The authors made laudable effort to address the study question more efficiently. At first, the authors used a highly reflective research method by the use of four research-oriented questionnaires (Coelho & Wallis, 2010). Their study population entailed 45 university students. The participants with the past, as well as the most recent records of psychiatric disorder, were excluded.  The researchers ensured that the selected participants had a normal vision.  The researchers also ensured proper adherence to the principles of research and ethics by ensuring informed consent before involving participants in the research.  The study was complemented with a high minded hypothesis; a factor which helped the authors to address the study question effectively.
Question 4.
The study results outlined that there exists significant distinction amid the study groups on all variables. The study found that subjective discomfort was highly correlated with the aspects of posture, visual field dependence, body symptoms, and disorientation. As such, they were the leading predictors for fear of height in many patients.   It was also found that trait anxiety had relatively reduced significance to the power of model (Coelho & Wallis, 2010). From another point of view, trait anxiety was found to have no connection to the aspect of fear of height and hence not effective for predicting certain phobia amid the populations.
Question 5.
The authors interpreted that there are chances of developing fear of heights among the population with deprived nonvisual postural control as well as the elevated sensitivity of body indicators (Coelho & Wallis, 2010). They also agreed that the natural absence of motions cues at heights makes the visual input to be different from that gained; however, natural postural was found to sway at the ground level and hence activating postural vertigo.  The authors interpreted that postural control depends on multisensory processing as well as motor responses that seem to occur automatically without conscious awareness; however, they agreed that person’s understanding of own body signs could help to distinguish amid an impression of arousal or fear. The implication of this research it the fact that additional research is needed to shed light on other integral aspects of acrophobia and the related variables.  Clinicians and technicians should use high minded initiatives for effective diagnoses and interventions to this disorders.
Question 6.
One of the core critics is that the study did not effectively elaborate the connected prevalence of certain phobia subtypes. The study approach did not give attention to the core aspects of phobia in regards to what is learnt as well as what is genetically acquired (Coelho & Wallis, 2010). The study failed to assess the aspect of sway in conjunction with psychological measures during the BAT.  The study was discriminative in that it leaned more on the participants of the female gender.  The study recommendations are not well elaborated, and hence it opens a limited chance for additional studies.
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