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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

Compulsory REVISION 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This manuscript is a significant contribution to the scientific community, particularly in the field of 
physical therapy. It thoroughly evaluates the effectiveness of neural mobilization, providing clear 
evidence of its benefits in reducing pain and disability in low back pain patients. The study is 
scientifically robust and technically sound, with a well-structured methodology and comprehensive 
analysis of results. I commend the authors for their detailed approach and recommend minor revisions 
for clarity and coherence. 

 

 

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

 

The title is suitable and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. 

 

 

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 comprehensive. However, adding specific numerical results could enhance its 
informative value. 

 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

The structure is appropriate, with clear subsections that guide the reader through the study's various 
components. 

 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

The manuscript is scientifically robust, with a sound methodology and thorough analysis. It effectively 
demonstrates the hypoalgesic effects of neural mobilization and its impact on functional ability. 

 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 

The references are sufficient and recent. No additional references are necessary. 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 

The language quality is suitable for scholarly communication, though a final proofreading for minor 
grammatical errors is advised. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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