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	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	Increasing the NEX parameter in MRI directly improves the quality of an image by significantly increasing the SNR, resulting in a clearer image with lesser noise, but at the cost of a longer scan time; essentially, the more times a signal is averaged (by increasing NEX), the better the signal quality becomes relative to background noise. So, eventually better image quality is what we all need for interpretation and good reporting. There is good learning in this manuscript.
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	Yes, suitable.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Yes, abstract is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. In summary, increasing the NEX will enhance image quality. However, the main drawback is increasing the NEX will result in a significant increase in the scan time. The authors have not emphasized on this relevant drawback. A special mention of this point is expected with justification.
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	The references are sufficient and recent
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications
	

	Optional/General comments


	Good read! Informative manuscript.

As mentioned earlier, increasing the NEX will enhance image quality. However, the main drawback is increasing the NEX will result in a significant increase in the scan time. The authors have not emphasized on this relevant drawback. A special mention of this point is expected with justification. Should mention in which cases do we need to increase NEX or instances where high resolution image quality are necessary at the cost of scan time, for example in cases with small field of view (FOV). 
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