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Replace review article with original research article

Structured the abstract under the following subheadings;
Background

Objective

Materials and Methods

Results

Conclusion

SN

Merge the paragraphs to two two paragraphs

The concept of dose associated with CT examination should be well explained

The important of doctors having good knowledge of ionizing radiation should be
well explained.

The implication of not having the knowledge should also be well explained.

The significance of the study should be well explained before stating the study aim

There is no point of explaining the different sections of the questionnaire in the
section of materials and methods, the questionnaire should be attached to the as an
appendix.

The study design, sampling method and how the sample size was determine should
all be explained in this section’

The author should explain clearly how the reliability and validity of the questionnaire
were tested.

The statistical tools used in data analysis should be clearly explained.

The study population should be in the section of materials and methods not in the
results section.

The discussion should be in paragraph not in bullet and should be in-line with
objectives.

The authors compared the findings of current study with the previous published
works. But there is recently published work related to the study; titled “How
Knowledgeable are Non-Radiology Doctors on lonizing Radiation”

Summarize the conclusion to two sentences and values should be removed from the

conclusion section.

The authors should revised Vancouver style of referencing and rewrite
appropriately.
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