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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
This is an intriguing study, as the authors used cutting-edge methodology to acquire a 

unique dataset. The study's findings revealed that combining a definitive surgical approach 

with early physiotherapy rehabilitation improved the patient's functional outcome and 

provided him with a detailed recovery, including pain relief, increased range of motion, 

strength, and weight bearing on his injured upper and lower extremities. Moreover, the 

patient was able to do his regular chores in a far more efficient manner. The manuscript is 

well-written and structured in general. However, I believe the work has several flaws in 

terms of data format and language writing, and I believe that this unique dataset has not 

been fully utilized. I've included some examples below. 

Comment 1: Please focus the abstract on your study and outcomes in the Abstract 

section. The methodological component, in particular, has a few words that are ambiguous. 

Instead of an explanation of "fracture analysis," I'd like to see some data on 

Physiotherapeutic Intervention from this study in the abstract. In general, I recommend 

concentrating the manuscript on scientific findings related to physiotherapeutic intervention. 

Comment 2: The manuscript strictly needs extensive revision for language and 

grammar.  

For ex….As per my best knowledge the study was conducted on 35 yrs old male patient… 

in Conclusion section instead of his …her is written ‘The patient was able to carry out her 

daily activities in a much more efficient manner.’ 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Comment 3: In several places I also suggest citing more recent and relevant literature. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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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