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1. This study aimed to explore the MRI scan experiences of autistic adults in the UK, identify barriers and enablers for successful and safe MRI examinations, assess autistic individuals' satisfaction with MRI service, and inform future recommendations for practice improvement.
2. Results showed that a lack of effective communication and coordination of care between health care services or between patients and radiographers, as well as a lack of reasonable adjustments were identified as vital for more accessible and person-centered MRI scanning for autistic individuals.
3. Autistic people rated their overall MRI experience as average, with nearly a third (29.6%) reporting they were not sent any information before the scan, only 17.1% reported that radiographers offered some reasonable environmental adjustments, and only 23.2% disclosed their autistic identity when booking MRIs.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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This article is generally trustworthy in its approach to exploring the experiences of autistic individuals undergoing magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) scans in the United Kingdom. The authors have provided detailed information about their research methods, including inclusion criteria, sampling techniques, data analysis methods used, etc., which adds to the reliability of the findings presented in this article. Furthermore, the authors have also discussed potential limitations of their study such as small sample size and pandemic-related recruitment issues which could affect the generalizability of results to wider populations. 
The article does not appear to be biased or one-sided in its reporting; rather it presents both positive and negative experiences reported by participants regarding their MRI scans. The authors have also included suggestions from participants on how to improve practice and accessibility for autistic individuals undergoing MRI scans which further adds to its credibility. 
However, there are some points that could be explored further such as whether there are any differences in experiences based on gender or age groupings among participants or if there are any other factors that may influence an individual's experience during an MRI scan (e.g., type of scan). Additionally, it would be beneficial if more information was provided about how these findings can be used to inform policy changes or clinical practice guidelines related to providing better access to MRI scans for autistic individuals in the UK.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Autistic individuals and MRI scans 
· Accessibility of MRI scans for autistic individuals 
· Gender differences in MRI scan experiences 
· Age-related differences in MRI scan experiences 
· Factors influencing MRI scan experiences 
· Policy changes for MRI scans for autistic individuals
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