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	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 is an interesting clinical case due to its very low incidence.

It is written clearly and simply, with specific references to the literature.

It can be an enjoyable and enriching read for surgeons who operate on carpal tunnel syndrome.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is incorrect. If a patient has bilateral CTS, undergoes surgery, and an anatomical abnormality of the thenar motor branch appears in one wrist, the cause of the CTS is not that motor branch. That branch may aggravate symptoms in that wrist, but it is not the primary cause. The title should be corrected.
“Thenar motor branch originating on the lateral border of the median nerve in the carpus in carpal tunnel syndrome. Report of a case.”

	

	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.


	We are told about a patient with severe bilateral CTS, confirmed by EMG. As an incidental finding, an anatomical variant of the thenar motor branch appears on one wrist. Sensory abnormalities must be present on ENG to diagnose CTS through electrodiagnostic means. Where are these abnormalities described?

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is correct except for forgetting the electrodiagnostic findings.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References 6 and 7 are incorrectly formatted. The year of publication is missing.

	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, it is.

	

	Optional/General comments


	This is an interesting case because of its rarity, but the cause of CTS is not that anatomical variant, much less is it going to cause serious CTS. The clinical case needs to be reconsidered. Greater importance should be given to the ENMG findings, since preoperative ultrasound is unavailable. And yes, the anatomical and surgical aspects are very well explained.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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