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	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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.
	  Tables
Tables 1–3 are informative but lack consistent formatting and source citations.
➤ Suggestion: Ensure all tables have complete legends and cite the data source (e.g., “Adapted from [22], [28]”).

Figures
No figures are included. A conceptual diagram illustrating the dose-quality trade- off curve or workflow of AI integration in LDCT screening would strengthen the paper.

Terminology

Maintain consistent use of “LDCT” throughout (some places alternate between “low-dose CT” and “LDCT”).

Ensure consistent units (e.g., mGy·cm, mSv) and spacing.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	yes
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Approved by: MBM
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

	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
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Grammar and Style
Generally fluent, but minor grammatical refinements would improve flow: Example: “The radiation associated with a CT scan is described using…”
→ “Radiation exposure in CT is quantified using…”

Avoid repetitive phrases like “This section discusses…” in successive paragraphs.

Tone

Maintain an academic and neutral tone; reduce adjectives like “profound,”
“transformative,” or “overwhelmingly positive,” which can sound promotional.

Acronyms

Define all acronyms at first mention (e.g., DLIR, MBIR, AEC).

Sentence Clarity
Some sentences are long and complex. Consider splitting them to enhance readability, especially in the Dose Optimization section.
	

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

A few references (e.g., [38], [39]) use inconsistent styles — ensure all follow the journal’s referencing format (probably APA or Vancouver).
	



	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Grammar and Style
Generally fluent, but minor grammatical refinements would improve flow: Example: “The radiation associated with a CT scan is described using…”
→ “Radiation exposure in CT is quantified using…”

Avoid repetitive phrases like “This section discusses…” in successive paragraphs.

Tone

Maintain an academic and neutral tone; reduce adjectives like “profound,”
“transformative,” or “overwhelmingly positive,” which can sound promotional.

Acronyms

Define all acronyms at first mention (e.g., DLIR, MBIR, AEC).

Sentence Clarity
Some sentences are long and complex. Consider splitting them to enhance readability, especially in the Dose Optimization section
	

	Optional/General comments
	Generally fluent, but minor grammatical refinements would improve flow
language and structural improvements; clarify objectives and methodology
	




	[bookmark: _Hlk156057883][bookmark: _Hlk156057704]PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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

	





[bookmark: _GoBack]
Reviewer details:

[bookmark: _Hlk213422398]B. Swarajya Lakshmi, India


