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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

In the manuscript titled “Lumbar stenosis with necrosis of foot a diagnostic approach”
authors have tried to delineate the relationship between foot necrosis and lumbar
stenosis. The idea of the manuscript is clinically relevant. However, the review was not
conducted properly. My main concern is that the authors have not discussed the
methodology for the review article. There are no details provided on how the search
was conducted and on which platforms. The comprehensive details of methodology are
essential to make sure that the authors conducted the review thoroughly. Besides this,
the language in the manuscript is poor and needs to be reviewed by a native speaker.
The grammar and sentence structure throughout the manuscript are not coherent.
Along with that there are several spelling mistakes in the manuscript. Also, the authors
have discussed influence of stenosis on foot necrosis very less. Foot necrosis is one
of the essential elements of the authors manuscript, it needs to be discussed in more
detail.

Besides this, the treatments for spinal stenosis are discussed poorly. The references in
the manuscript also need to be complete and formatted properly.

The idea of the manuscript is good, but authors need to conduct a thorough literature
review. The manuscript in its current form is not suitable for publication currently.

The detailed comments are provided with the attached manuscript.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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