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	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.


	The topic of this manuscript is relevant and timely, considering the ongoing emphasis on optimizing radiation dose while maintaining diagnostic image quality in computed tomography (CT), including comparison of anatomical regions and gender. The investigation of the relationship between radiation dose, image noise, and signal-to-noise ratio (SNR), particularly in relation to body mass index (BMI), is scientifically justified and contributes to the literature on personalized imaging protocols. However, despite the study's premise is valid, the technical parameters assessed (signal, noise, and SNR) are well-established and widely studied. To enhance the scientific contribution, consider including more advanced or complementary metrics such as contrast-to-noise ratio (CNR), task-based assessments, or qualitative evaluations by expert radiologists.

The study relies on CTDIvol and DLP to describe radiation dose; however, these are scanner output metrics and do not account for patient size. Especially in the thorax and abdomen regions—where tissue attenuation varies considerably with BMI—the use of Size-Specific Dose Estimates (SSDE) is highly recommended. SSDE provides a more accurate, patient-specific dose estimate and is advocated by the AAPM (Report No. 204). Including SSDE values would significantly strengthen the validity of the dose assessments in this study.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is general and ambiguous. Something like:  "Impact of Body Mass Index on Image Quality and Radiation Dose in Routine CT Scans: Emphasis on Dose Optimization Strategies", or “Impact of Body Mass Index & Sex on Image Quality and Radiation Dose in Routine CT Scans”
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	A substantial proportion of the cited literature is more than 5 or even 10 years old. Given the rapid technological advancements in CT imaging—especially in the fields of iterative reconstruction, imagen quality assessment, artificial intelligence-based dose optimization, and advanced dose modulation techniques—it is strongly recommended to incorporate more recent references (from the last 3–5 years). Examples:
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	Optional/General comments


	While the study provides a quantitative assessment of image quality parameters, it would benefit from a discussion of the clinical implications of these findings. For instance, how does the observed variation in SNR impact diagnostic performance in evaluating lesions or anatomical structures in patients with high BMI?
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