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	Author’s Feedback (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.


	Highly important since the opinions of radiologists, technicians and the opinions of attending physicians vary on this approach. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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, no suggestion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, seems scientifically well designed and executed. On Radiation dose, see general comment.
	

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

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


	Well written.
	

	Optional/General comments


	On Radiation dose this is a non-binding comment and can be ignored at this time:
It should be kept in mind that chest x-ray dose is 100-1000 times small than chest CT dose. Patients get chest CT all the time with no observable increase in harmful radiation effects. So the emphasis on radiation dose for this comparison is not worthy of effort. However, for educational and scientific purposes the dose comparison is highly important and the author have done a great job in pursuing it in great detail to establish the points. This difference is well reflected in SNR and Contrast values. I enjoyed reading this manuscript.
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