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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. lIs the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestion of additional references, please mention in the
review form.
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1. This research paper is important as it explains the importance of requesting a
CT scan of the urinary system based on the importance of the desired results
from the examination and measuring the benefit and risk.
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Not, include the CTU procedure technique as a simply note.
Yes subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate.

The references are not sufficient and are not recent, especially in discussions.
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