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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is thetitle of the article suitable?
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The manuscript is important for scientific community, fracture is common and any
modification or any new technique will have a great impact of fracture recovery.

The title is suitable.

The abstract is comprehensive.

The subsections are not appropriate, the introduction is too short.
The manuscript is scientifically correct.

The references are appropriate in number and new, but the reference number 6 require re
writing in a correct way.

The format of writing require better style, justification, spaces between sentences have to
provide.
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

The English language quality is suitable for scholarly communications.
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