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This is a well-written manuscript. Some minor revision is needed before publication.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The authors reviewed the major concerns associated with the widespread use of CT and its radiation

exposure incurred by patients. The paper discussed the following issues: 1. Radiation exposure and

cancer risk with CT scanning 2. Perception of risk associated with diagnostic scanning 3. Dose

reduction strategies 4. Rational scanning The authors recommended proposed the following

strategies for CT scanning: 1. Justification 2. Dose optimization 3. Dose limitation In overall, this is a

useful review. It reminded our medical members to adhere to up fundamental principles.
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