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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 is important to the scientific and clinical community because it addresses radiation dose optimization in pediatric chest radiography, a critical area of patient safety due to children’s increased sensitivity to ionizing radiation. By systematically evaluating current radiation optimization techniques in a real diagnostic setting, the study provides evidence-based insights that can support adherence to the ALARA principle and improve radiographic practice. The findings contribute valuable baseline data that can be used for benchmarking, quality assurance, and the development or refinement of pediatric diagnostic reference levels (DRLs). Furthermore, the study offers practical implications for radiographers, medical physicists, and policymakers seeking to enhance image quality while minimizing radiation exposure in pediatric imaging services, particularly in resource-limited settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title clearly identifies:

Subject: radiation optimization techniques: Procedure: pediatric chest X-ray, Study type: case study, Location: Lagos Diagnostic Centre, Appropriate for radiography and medical physics research.
Well aligned with diagnostic radiology, radiation protection, and quality assurance studies.
The title does not indicate how optimization is assessed (e.g., ESAK, DRLs, image quality metrics).
	

	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 addresses a highly relevant and timely issue in diagnostic radiology—radiation dose optimization in pediatric chest X-ray imaging where patient safety is of paramount concern. The study objective is clearly stated, and the use of a descriptive cross-sectional design is appropriate for assessing current practices, awareness, and dose levels in a clinical setting. Inclusion of different professional groups (radiographers, radiologists, and technologists) strengthens the perspective of the findings.

The reported Dose-Area Product (DAP) ranges, exposure parameters (kVp and mAs), and high awareness of the ALARA principle provide valuable baseline data for pediatric imaging practices in Nigeria. Identifying patient age and body size as the main determinants of technique variation aligns well with international radiological practice and supports the scientific validity of the results. The findings are well connected to the study’s conclusions regarding variability in practice and the need for protocol standardization.

However, from an expert standpoint, the abstract could be further strengthened by briefly indicating how the reported dose values compare with international or regional Diagnostic Reference Levels (DRLs), as this would enhance the clinical significance of the results. Additionally, clarification on whether dose data were directly measured or self-reported would improve methodological transparency. Overall, the abstract is well-structured, scientifically sound, and makes a meaningful contribution to pediatric radiation protection literature, particularly in the context of resource-limited healthcare settings.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

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

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	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 detail)

No
	


Reviewer details:

Belay Sitotaw Gishu, Dire Dawa University, Ethiopia

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

