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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 paper is a key contribution to the scientific community in that it demonstrates the feasibility of technology-supported exercise systems for PD rehabilitation. It offers compelling evidence that these innovative tools can, without harm, enhance fundamental motor functions vital to independence in patients. The results open avenues for the implementation of these technologies in community fitness centers and bring rehabilitation closer to more people. In general, this study may provide a new way in future treatment strategies and push to explore more innovative treatments for neurodegenerative diseases.
	

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

	Yes. The title "Short Term Technology-Assisted-Aerobic Exercise (AlterGR, GlideTrakTM, NuStepTMT5XR cross trainer with Vasper Cooling and Restriction) in a Community Fitness Center for Patients with Mild to Moderate Parkinson’s Disease: A Pilot Quality Assurance Study of Balance, Motor and Subjective Perceptions" is very detailed and informative.
	

	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 generally comprehensive but could be made clearer and more concise in certain areas. The purpose of the study is outlined, but the phrasing could be more straightforward; specifically, the section about “intense levels of exercise without exacerbating signs and symptoms” can be reworded for better clarity. The methodology is summarized well, but some details, like the total training duration and frequency, could be presented more clearly to avoid confusion. In the results, the data on improvements in gait speed, endurance, and balance are important but could be more succinct. The mention of “mild to moderate discomfort” could be elaborated upon briefly to give readers a clearer picture of participant experiences. Finally, while the conclusion is strong, emphasizing the broader implications for integrating these technologies into community fitness centers for patients with PD could be made more explicit. Overall, the abstract covers the key points, but slight adjustments in clarity and flow would improve its readability and impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, it is.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, the references are quite sufficient and up-to-date.
	

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

	Yes, the language quality is good enough to comprehend.
	

	Optional/General 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? 

	No.
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