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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 manuscript synthesizes the last decade of evidence on AI for chest radiographs and CT, quantifying real clinical gains (diagnostic accuracy, triage, and workflow efficiency) while candidly mapping the limits that still impede safe deployment (dataset shift, bias, explainability, and governance). By combining a PRISMA-guided review with a pragmatic lens on clinical integration (ED/ICU use, decision support, and radiologist workload), it provides an actionable roadmap for validation standards, equity-minded model development, and clinician training. As such, it advances the field from scattered performance reports toward reproducible, ethically grounded adoption of AI in thoracic imaging.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Your current title, “The Clinical Use of Artificial Intelligence (AI) in the Analysis of Chest Radiographs and Computed Tomography (CT) Scans,” is accurate but broad and a bit wordy. I suggest, “Clinical applications of AI for chest radiographs and CT: a systematic review of diagnostic performance and workflow impact”. 
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	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Numerical inconsistencies: The manuscript mentions 42 reviewed studies while the PRISMA diagram and results show 38 included studies. This discrepancy must be reconciled for scientific accuracy. 
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	The reference list in your manuscript is fairly broad and contains several recent and relevant sources.
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