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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 review of Struthers’ ligament, a rare but clinically significant anatomical variant. The detailed discussion on its anatomy, clinical implications, and diagnostic methods is valuable for clinicians, anatomists, and surgeons. The inclusion of case studies enhances its practical relevance, offering insights into differential diagnosis and management of median nerve compression. 
	

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

	The title is appropriate and clearly reflects the content of the manuscript. However, to enhance specificity, consider:
Suggested Alternative Title: "Anatomy, Clinical Significance, and Management of Struthers’ Ligament: A Comprehensive Review"
	

	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 well-structured but could be improved by:
1. Highlighting key findings or conclusions.
2. Including a sentence about the rarity of the condition to emphasize its novelty.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically robust, with accurate descriptions of anatomical variations, clinical presentations, and diagnostic techniques. The references support the claims, and the case studies add empirical validity.
	

	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 include both classic and recent studies. However, consider adding any recent advancements in surgical management (e.g., minimally invasive approaches),if any

	

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

	The language is suitable for scholarly communication but requires minor editing for grammatical consistency and clarity. For example:
· "passe" should be "pass." - Abstract section, 2nd sentence.
· "contrary to this view" could be rephrased for smoother flow - Introduction section, 4th paragraph (after Figure 1)
	

	Optional/General comments

	1. Include a table summarizing the case studies for better readability.
2. Add a flowchart for diagnostic steps.
3. Consider a section on "Future Research Directions" to highlight unanswered questions.
	



	PART  2: 


	
	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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