Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Medicine and Medical Research 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JAMMR_150434

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	SKELETAL SURVEY IMAGING IN CLINICAL PRACTICE: CHALLENGES, INNOVATIONS, AND FUTURE PERSPECTIVES

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 manuscript offers significant value to the scientific community through its concise yet comprehensive overview of skeletal survey imaging. It adeptly integrates standardized protocols with recent technological advancements, emphasizing guideline adherence, quality assurance, and complementary modalities to boost diagnostic accuracy, particularly in suspected pediatric non-accidental injury. By prioritizing patient safety via age-appropriate strategies and ALARA principles, it serves as a strong reference for clinical practice and future research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	 Retain the title as is, but consider minor refinement to “Skeletal Survey Imaging in Clinical Practice: Challenges, Innovations, and Future Directions” for conciseness (replacing “Perspectives” with “Directions” aligns better with the manuscript's forward-looking sections). This ensures precision without altering the core focus. No further changes needed.
	

	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.


	Minor revision suggested ,add a brief phrase on pediatric non-accidental injury applications (e.g., "particularly in suspected child abuse cases") to sharpen clinical focus without exceeding word limits.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and conceptually accurate, firmly grounded in established radiological principles. It aligns seamlessly with current evidence-based practices in skeletal survey imaging, particularly for suspected non-accidental injury and complex skeletal disorders.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and recent, featuring strong representation from 2023–2025 studies. They appropriately encompass international guidelines, high-quality peer-reviewed articles, and key literature on skeletal survey protocols, quality assurance, AI, and advanced CT technologies.
	

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


	Some sentences are lengthy or contain minor syntactic and stylistic inconsistencies that may affect readability, particularly in the introduction and abstract. With professional copyediting or careful revision for clarity, conciseness, and consistency in terminology, the manuscript will fully meet the standards expected for publication in a peer-reviewed scientific journal.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is scientifically sound, well referenced, and clinically relevant, with a clear focus on standardized skeletal survey imaging, recent technological innovations, and patient safety. Minor language polishing and small refinements in structure would further enhance clarity and impact, but overall the work meets a high standard suitable for scholarly publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No significant ethical issues are identified in this manuscript. The article is a narrative review that synthesizes previously published literature and does not involve original data collection, human participants, animal experiments, or identifiable patient information.
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