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	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 is significant to the scientific community as it offers a concise and comprehensive overview of skeletal survey imaging, integrating standardized protocols with recent technological advancements. It emphasizes the critical role of guideline adherence, quality assurance, and complementary imaging modalities in improving diagnostic accuracy, particularly in cases of suspected pediatric non-accidental injury. Furthermore, it reinforces patient safety through age-appropriate imaging strategies and adherence to ALARA principles, making it a valuable reference for both clinical practice and future research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title “Skeletal Survey Imaging in Clinical Practice: Challenges, Innovations, and Future Perspectives” is suitable, clear, and academically appropriate. It accurately reflects the scope of the manuscript, including current practice, limitations, technological advances, and future directions.
	

	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.


	The abstract is largely comprehensive and well aligned with the scope of the manuscript, as it addresses clinical relevance, technological innovations, and quality and safety considerations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and conceptually accurate. It is well grounded in established radiological principles and aligns with current evidence-based practices in skeletal survey imaging, particularly for the evaluation of suspected non-accidental injury and complex skeletal disorders. The discussion of standardized imaging protocols, quality assurance, ALARA principles, and guideline compliance is consistent with recommendations from recognized professional bodies such as the ACR and SPR.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient, relevant, and recent, with a strong representation of studies from 2023–2025. They appropriately include 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?


	The language and overall English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication, and the scientific intent is clear throughout.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No significant ethical issues are identified in this manuscript
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