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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (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 study is relevant as it presents a theoretical perspective change with regard to patients with peripheral neuropathy who were considered a contraindication for TAA because of increased risk of postop complications. This opens up new possibilities for PN patients who can benefit from TAA. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not, please suggest an alternative title)


	The title can be improved. I suggest “A Case Series on Total Ankle Arthroplasty Following High-Frequency Spinal Cord Stimulation in Peripheral Neuropathy Patients.”
	

	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.


	Overall, it's comprehensive. Authors may add “Functional and radiographic follow-up over 8–19 months showed favorable outcomes with no major postoperative complications, suggesting safety and feasibility.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is scientifically correct and with literature support. However, the authors should elaborate more on the selection criteria for candidates chosen for the HF SCS and any inclusion/exclusion criteria. Post op management is missing for cases 1 & 3(only complications mentioned). 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient and include relevant systematic reviews and RCTs.
	

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


	It's well written. However, authors may polish it using Grammarly if the journal permits it.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is well-researched and well-written. A table with patient variables (demography/PN cause, etc. can be added.
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