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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 gives the role of intraoperative nerve monitoring (IONM) in reducing recurrent laryngeal nerve injury and preserving vocal function during thyroid surgery — a clinically significant concern with major implications for patient safety and postoperative quality of life. The findings provides to the ongoing debate about whether IONM significantly reduces nerve injury rates, by showing that while overall incidence reduction may not be statistically significant, IONM helps preserve nerve function and maintain postoperative voice quality. This study’s prospective randomized controlled design and inclusion of both objective (GRBAS, CAPE-V, MPT) and subjective (VHI) voice assessments strengthen its value. It offers a balanced, data-driven perspective that can guide
surgical best practices, especially for high-risk or complex thyroid cases.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Current title: “Analysing the Efficacy of Intraoperative Nerve Monitoring on Recurrent Laryngeal Nerve Function During Thyroid Surgery”
While accurate, the current title is a bit long and could be made more concise and engaging for a scientific audience. Suggested alternative:
“Efficacy of Intraoperative Nerve Monitoring in Preserving Recurrent Laryngeal Nerve Function in Thyroid Surgery: A Randomized Controlled Trial”
This keeps the focus on efficacy, specifies preservation, and includes the study design, which increases clarity and appeal for readers scanning journal contents.
	

	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 comprehensive in describing background, methods, results, and conclusion. However:
The results section is overly detailed; for an abstract, exact p-values and all percentage breakdowns can be condensed.
Highlighting the key statistically significant findings (such as GRBAS and CAPE-V changes over time) would make it more impactful.
The conclusion should be more concise and emphasize clinical implications — e.g., “IONM may not reduce total RLN injury incidence but improves nerve function preservation and voice quality, supporting its use in complex thyroid surgeries.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with appropriate methodology for a prospective randomized controlled trial, clear inclusion/exclusion criteria, and relevant statistical tests. Data presentation is thorough, though in some areas (especially large result tables) condensing and highlighting clinically meaningful differences would improve readability. The interpretation is balanced, acknowledging both
strengths and limitations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	References are generally sufficient, recent, and relevant. Most cited works are within the last 10 years, and key landmark studies are included. To further strengthen the literature review, consider adding:
· Dionigi G, et al. “Safety of continuous intraoperative neuromonitoring in thyroid surgery.” Head Neck. 2020;42(1):184-192.
· Schneider R, et al. “Evolution of continuous intraoperative neuromonitoring in thyroid surgery: current standards and future perspectives.” Langenbecks Arch Surg. 2021;406(4):973-981.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript is generally clear and written in acceptable academic English, but some sentences are long and could benefit from tightening to improve flow. Occasional minor grammatical inconsistencies and redundancies exist, particularly in the results section. A light professional language edit would enhance readability.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The study is well-designed, relevant, and scientifically sound, with only minor refinements needed in title clarity, abstract conciseness, reference enrichment, and slight language polishing.
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