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	PART 1: Comments

	
	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.
	This manuscript provides a comprehensive exploration of end feel as a critical component of physiotherapy assessment, clinical management, and prognosis in orthopedic conditions. By systematically categorizing normal and abnormal end feels and discussing their implications in diagnosis and treatment, this work enhances the understanding of movement restrictions and pathological conditions. The detailed analysis of end feel in guiding manual therapy, exercise prescription, and prognosis offers valuable insights for clinicians, educators, and researchers in musculoskeletal rehabilitation. Furthermore, by addressing challenges such as inter-examiner reliability and patient variability, this manuscript contributes to improving the accuracy and consistency of end
feel assessment in clinical practice.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title, "End Feel: The Key to Physiotherapy Assessment, Management, and Prognosis in Orthopedic Conditions," is clear and informative, but it could be slightly refined for better readability and impact.
"The Role of End Feel in Physiotherapy: Assessment, Management, and Prognosis in Orthopedic Conditions"
	

	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.
	Brief Objective Statement – The abstract should start with a concise statement outlining the purpose of the article.
Clinical Relevance Emphasis – While the role of end feel in assessment and management is covered, consider adding a brief mention of its significance in preventing misdiagnosis and improving patient outcomes.
Merge Sections for Brevity – Some sections can be condensed to make the abstract more fluid:
· "Understanding End Feel" & "Classification of End Feels" can be combined into a single section.
· "End Feel and Prognosis in Orthopedics" can be included under clinical management to avoid redundancy.
Clarify "Special Considerations and Challenges" – Instead of just listing variability and subjectivity, consider briefly mentioning how these challenges can be addressed in clinical settings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It is well-structured, aligns with established orthopedic and physiotherapy literature, and accurately represents the physiological and biomechanical principles underlying end feel assessment.
However, ensuring up-to-date references and incorporating recent research findings could further strengthen its scientific credibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references included in the manuscript are well-selected and cover foundational texts in orthopedic physiotherapy, manual therapy, and musculoskeletal assessment. However, many references are from older editions (some dating back to the 1980s and 1990s), which, while still valuable, may not reflect the most recent advancements in physiotherapy research and clinical practice.
To strengthen the manuscript’s scientific credibility and ensure it aligns with current best practices, it would be beneficial to include more recent studies, particularly systematic reviews, meta-analyses, and clinical guidelines published within the last 5-10 years.
	




	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Some sentences are overly complex or contain minor grammatical errors. Simplifying sentence structures and improving grammar can enhance readability.
Ensure that technical terms are used consistently throughout the manuscript. In some places, synonyms or varying terminology might cause slight confusion.
	

	Optional/General comments
	No additional Comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	
Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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