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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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.

	
This book chapter provides a comprehensive and up-to-date overview of skeletal survey imaging, particularly in the context of suspected non-accidental injury in children. It successfully integrates conventional radiographic principles with emerging technologies such as dual-energy CT, photon-counting detector CT, and artificial intelligence, highlighting their potential impact on diagnostic accuracy and workflow efficiency. The emphasis on quality assurance, standardized protocols, and medico-legal considerations enhances the practical relevance of the chapter. Overall, the manuscript serves as a valuable educational resource for radiologists, pediatricians, and clinicians involved in musculoskeletal and pediatric imaging.
	

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

	Yes, the title is appropriate and accurately reflects the scope of the chapter. It effectively conveys both the foundational aspects and future developments in skeletal survey imaging. No change is required.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and outlines the key themes of the chapter, including quality assurance, technological advances, and clinical relevance. However, it could be further strengthened by briefly mentioning the primary clinical applications (e.g., suspected non-accidental injury and skeletal dysplasia) and by clearly stating the educational intent of the chapter. Minor refinement in language and structure is suggested to improve clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and aligns well with current clinical practices and international guidelines for skeletal survey imaging. The discussion on imaging protocols, radiation safety, follow-up skeletal surveys, and complementary imaging modalities is accurate and relevant. Some sections would benefit from improved organization and clearer transitions to enhance readability, but no major scientific inaccuracies were identified.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, the references are adequate, relevant, and largely up to date. The inclusion of recent publications (2023–2025) strengthens the scientific credibility of the chapter. No additional references are mandatory, although citing one or two landmark guideline papers earlier in the introduction may further reinforce the evidence base.
	

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

	The manuscript conveys the intended scientific content clearly.



	

	Optional/General comments

	1. Figure legends should be edited for clarity and consistency.
2. Redundancy is noted in some sections discussing quality assurance and technological advances; consolidation would improve flow.
3. The conclusion is strong but could be slightly more concise and focused on key take-home messages.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)

	






Reviewer details:

Bhairavi Sanjay Ugale, India 



Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                             Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (05-12-2024)	
