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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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.

	The logical information about the topic in medical mankind was so necessary. The present topic interlinking the core factors of pain assessment and management using digital tender point testing.The novice part was on unique testing procedure. The applicability and outcomes have to be perceived in future clinical implication.
	

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

	The present topic title was so appreciable but little high appreciate if there is some correction on title like”Understaning of Pain by Digital Tender point Testing”
	

	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.

	Addition: The abstract was good enough to cover whole study description but it have to be clear and concise. The author can be straight to discuss specific points rather than in multiple condition to discuss. Many short formation of words were used.Eg:QST?
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes. The information given was appropriate. The academic writing and cohesion of content have to be taken into accountability. The standard of manuscript was good.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes. The references mostly cited from scopus and web of science.
	

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

	Yes.The quality of English have to be improved.

	

	Optional/General comments

	The relevancy of the concept of book was notable but the core aspect of the digital tender point examination have to interpret with other examination and condition. Some places the information was so concised to particular condition like fibromyalgia but some area it was generally interpreted. Kindly look the weightage of the concept to be famed.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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