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	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	Emergency medicine professionals have the chance to be active in fields outside their own. Today, mastery of radiology is already recognized by emergency medicine. This article provides no new information and does not go into the relationship between radiology and emergency medicine in confusing situations.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is suitable. If necessary, “Radiology in Emergency Medicine: A Comprehensive Review” can be changed to ‘Radiology in Emergency Medicine in three common usages’.
	

	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, it is. But this section should explain the methodology and the studies included and excluded.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	method section missing
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	The article is scientifically valid, but as it is a systematic review, when discussing a topic, the information from more than one comprehensive article should have been examined and conclusions drawn. This discussion is not done in this article. The information is correct but it does not provide a new perspective by discussing the results of the articles.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

-
	Yes, they are.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	The language quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communication.

	

	Optional/General comments


	Today, mastery of radiology is already recognized by emergency medicine. The article does not provide any new information, nor does it discuss the relationship between radiology and emergency medicine in confusing situations. 
The article does not discuss the main concerns, theoretical issues or debates in the literature.  It is not enough to summarize (describe); you also need to integrate and critique the results. Systematic reviews are a key methodology for clarifying whether and how research findings replicate and for explaining possible inconsistencies.

The method section is missing in the article. In addition, the reasons for which studies were included and which were excluded should be explained.

This study was done to increase radiology awareness in the emergency department. I believe this article needs to be corrected and reorganized. Please see my comments below:

Systematic reviews are an important methodology to clarify whether and how research findings are replicated and to explain possible inconsistencies. In addition, systematic review articles are articles in which comprehensive articles are compiled and interpreted to form a clinical guideline. No review was performed in the relevant article.  Today, mastery of radiology is already accepted by emergency medicine. The article does not provide any new information, nor does it mention the relationship between radiology and emergency medicine in confusing situations. It could have been emphasized whether an emergency physician can recognize emergencies in imaging as well as radiologists, whether he/she can perform trauma ultrasound as well as radiologists, and how often imaging repetition can be requested during follow-up in trauma (the necessity of mastering ultrasound in emergency medicine). Whether CT or MRI is more effective in stroke cases in terms of both bleeding and stroke findings, the cost-effectiveness of whole body CT scans or in which patients they should be used, which imaging modality can be used in which abdominal pathologies and in which cases these imaging studies should be performed in the emergency department could have made this article more interesting. The article does not discuss the main concerns, theoretical issues or controversies in the literature. It is not enough to summarize (describe); you also need to integrate and critique the results. 

The article lacks a methodology section. It should also explain which studies were included and which were excluded, with justification.

The article is scientifically valid, but as it is a systematic review, when discussing a topic, information from more than one comprehensive article should have been examined and conclusions drawn. This discussion was not done in this article. The information is accurate but does not offer a new perspective by discussing the conclusions of the articles.

Overall, this paper requires significant improvement in terms of editing and organization. I recommend seeking literature-based answers to controversial issues to arouse the reader's curiosity
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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