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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.

	
	

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

	
	

	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.

	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	
	

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

	




	

	Optional/General comments

	
1. Classification and Epidemiology:
Strength of article is acceptable and grammar is good. 
· The article appropriately classifies polydactyly into preaxial, central, and postaxial types, referencing established classification frameworks.
Certain areas should be improved.
· The article primarily use older classification systems. To enhance clinical relevance, it should incorporate more current and widely accepted frameworks, such as the Wassel classification for preaxial and Duran’s classification for postaxial polydactyly.
· While ethnic variations in prevalence are noted, the article lacks specific and up-to-date epidemiological data. 

2. Developmental Basis Strengths:
The article provides a solid overview of limb development, highlighting key embryological structures and signaling pathways such as the apical ectodermal ridge, zone of polarizing activity, and WNT signaling. these structures and signaling pathways plans the complex process of limb development, ensuring proper growth and patterning along multiple axes. 
Areas for Improvement:
· Genetic Mechanisms: Although genes like GLI3 and HOXD13 are mentioned, the article lacks a thorough explanation of how mutations in these genes contribute to polydactyly. A deeper dive into the underlying genetic pathways would strengthen the section.
· Genetic Diversity: A broader discussion of the genetic heterogeneity associated with polydactyly is warranted, especially considering that over 100 syndromes are linked to this condition.
3. Diagnosis:
· The article accurately notes that polydactyly can be detected via ultrasound as early as 9 weeks of gestation, with improved accuracy by 13 weeks.
4. Management:

· The article effectively highlights the psychosocial impact of polydactyly and the significance of surgical intervention.
Areas for Improvement:
· A more comprehensive discussion of specific surgical procedures—such as the modified  Bilhaut-Cloquet technique for radial polydactyly—would enhance the section. surgical approach should be mention.
· The article omits recommendations on surgical timing. Current guidelines suggest surgery is ideally performed between 1 and 2 years of age, depending on the form and complexity of the anomaly.
5.Image quality is not good as per standards.
6. Conclusion

· The article successfully correlates  the clinical relevance of early recognition and treatment, along with the syndromic implications of polydactyly.
Areas for Improvement:
· Greater emphasis on the role of genetic counseling, particularly in syndromic cases, would improve the clinical utility of the article.
· Highlighting the importance of collaboration among pediatricians, geneticists, orthopedic surgeons, and psychologists would support a more comprehensive management approach.

Overall Summary:
The article serves as a strong information on polydactyly, presenting essential clinical concepts. However, its relevance and depth would be significantly enhanced adding recent  classification systems, recent epidemiological data, detailed genetic analysis, and updates on diagnostic and surgical practices. Addressing these areas would make the content more valuable to clinicians and healthcare professionals involved in the care of affected individuals.
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