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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.

	The topic is clinically relevant in the perspective of ortopaedic surgery like fixation and stabilization of LHBT,  repair of rotator cuff injuries, and also for radiological assessment of the rotator cuff tendon attachment. For pain management of shoulder transverse humeral ligament is focussed. 
	

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

	Transverse humeral ligament : True ligament or expansion from adjacent tendons
	

	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.

	If the abstract is structured by incorporating the introduction, materials and methods, the important/key findings and conclusion then it will be better.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	If it is written by keeping the IMRaD in mind that will be better. As here within Introduction segment the findings, classification of Brodie’s ligament all are incorporated. But Introduction should consist of the background or the standard anatomical description with a little highlight on development (if available). The findings or newer concepts should come with separate subheading.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	References are sufficient but not in Vancouver style. No reference number is mentioned inside the chapter. That makes it little difficult to corroborate. 
	

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

	

Language is good. Some spelling mistakes are there that should be taken care of.


	

	Optional/General comments

	1. Schematic diagram of the classification of THL if added will enrich the chapter and make it more clear.
2. If there is some histological and radiological images available that can be used with proper and prior permission from the corresponding author/authors. 



	





	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? 

	Apparently not.
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