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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	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 paper looks at an important issue that affects many children: the risk of abuse in adoptive families. It helps professionals and policymakers understand how often this happens, what causes it, and how we can better detect and prevent it. Since adopted children often come from difficult backgrounds, it is important to know how to protect them better. This review brings together recent research and offers helpful ideas for practice and policy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title fits well. But if needed, a shorter version like “Nonaccidental Injuries in Adopted Children: A Systematic Review” could also work.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract clearly explains what the paper is about. To make it even stronger, you could briefly mention the screening tool used (ICAST) and that 12 studies were included in the review.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the paper follows a clear and solid scientific method. It explains how the studies were selected, how the data was analyzed, and what was found. The discussion is balanced and thoughtful.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are recent and relevant. They cover important studies and support the main points well. No changes needed here.
	

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


	Yes, the writing is clear and professional. Just a few small edits could make it even smoother, but it’s ready for scholarly readers.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  It would be good to actually include the PRISMA diagram that the text refers to.

  Turning the “Limitations” section into paragraph form (instead of bullet points) might help the paper flow better.
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