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	The study explored the role of matrix support in promoting adolescent mental health within Brazil's Family Health Strategy (ESF). It is important for the scientific community, because it systematizes evidence that can improve primary health care practices and public health policies. The use of JBI and PRISMA-SeR methodology ensures transparency and methodological rigor. 
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	The manuscript is methodologically clearly structured and describes a scoping review protocol to map the forms of matrix support received by Family Health Strategy teams for the promotion of adolescent mental health.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are in the context of article. 
	

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


	There are no grammatical and spelling mistakes.
	

	Optional/General comments
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