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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.


	This paper discusses an important clinical and technical issue regarding patient safety and image quality in portable chest radiography. With the increasing use of bedside imaging in critical care units, evaluating the trade-off between radiation dose and diagnostic quality is highly relevant. The study provides practical data that may support clinical decision-making and protocol optimization.
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	Yes, the title is clear and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript.


	

	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.


	The abstract provides a good overview of the study, including objectives, methods, key results, and conclusion. No major changes are needed.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is clear, the data is well-presented, and the discussion is coherent. The comparison between bedside and examination room radiographs is logically structured.
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	Yes, the references are mostly recent (2023–2024) and appropriate. They support the argumentation and methodology well. No additional sources are necessary.


	

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


	Yes, the language is generally clear and professional. Minor edits might improve fluency but overall, it is readable and appropriate for publication.
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	The study is well-executed and relevant for hospital radiology practice. I suggest accepting the manuscript after minor revisions, particularly ensuring grammar consistency and double-checking technical definitions.
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