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	PART  1: Comments


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

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	In conclusion, after reading and analysing this article, we emphasize the importance of the ICF-CY as a promising tool capable of providing better assistance to children with disabilities, despite its limitations being pointed out. By highlighting several studies and authors that address the ICF-CY, its applications and challenges, the article contributes effectively to disseminating knowledge about this important tool and encouraging its use in clinical practice and research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Partially. I believe that the title should already be in line with the abstract and the text itself. The instrument's limitations and potential should be highlighted in the title.
Suggestion: The ICF-CY as a tool for assisting children with disabilities: An analysis of its potential and limitations
	

	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.

	Partially. Yes, a comprehensive and up-to-date literature review was carried out and the authors demonstrated knowledge of the main studies and theories relevant to the topic, making plausible connections, which makes the title necessary to adapt it. However, the methodological approach is still missing.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Partially. The methodological strategy of bibliographic survey was comprehensive, but it was not clear whether it was systematic using different sources of information (databases, scientific journals, etc.) to identify the largest possible number of relevant articles. It is important to record the search terms used and the sources consulted. Whether it is a state of the art or a systematic literature review.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Partially. Depending on the inclusion and exclusion criteria.
	

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

	
Yes.

	

	Optional/General comments.

	Explain the inclusion and exclusion criteria, as it is necessary to establish the clear and objective criteria for selecting the articles and the reason for their inclusion in the analysis. What types of studies were considered (clinical trials, observational studies, etc.)? What is the time period covered by the search?
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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