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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	[bookmark: Author’s_Feedback_(Please_correct_the_ma]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.
	As one of the main topics in contemporary neuroscience and neurosurgery is rehabilitation in atypical neurological conditions—whether through the development of various methods (e.g., therapy, neurofeedback, or even brain implants)—a scientific paper that systematically reviews the literature and organizes information on the operation and diverse functions of the cortical homunculus, as this paper does, holds significant potential. It not only summarizes the state of the art for the scientific community but also systematizes crucial information that can be applied in neuroscience and neuropsychiatry. Moreover, by proposing a model for its formation and possible applications based on the review findings, the paper seeks to advance the discussion on the subject and to address an important research gap.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The article title is suitable, as systematizes the main theme treated in the paper
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_abstract_of_the_article_comprehen]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 of the article is comprehensive and follows the structure recommended by the I.M.Ra.D format, aligning with the organization of the paper. That is, the abstract provides a brief systematization of all sections of the article: the introduction, the methodology used, the results achieved, and the discussion regarding its potential applications and relevance. However, the author could provide slightly more context in the statement: “Multiple research efforts have proven this fact”. A suggested revision could be “Multiple research efforts since (Date here) have proven this fact”. Or even “Its applications in the field of neurology and neurosurgery are well established” to “Multiple research efforts have proven this fact. Its applications in the field of neurology and neurosurgery, such as (Applications here) are well established”.
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_manuscript_scientifically,_correc]Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article employs the methodology of a non-systematic literature review to appropriately address a research question. Given this approach, it can be considered a scientific manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The author could enhance the article by incorporating studies that present divergent viewpoints or alternative perspectives on the subject, critically engaging with these perspectives when possible. Additionally, the paper would benefit significantly from the inclusion of recent clinical or experimental studies (as exemplified below). Regarding these, the author could, in some instances, provide a more detailed explanation of their methodologies and findings rather than merely citing them, thereby demonstrating their relevance in supporting or corroborating the viewpoint defended in the article. For example, Tucciarelli et al., 2024 – Shaping the Developing Homunculus: The Roles of Deprivation and Compensatory Behavior in Sensory Remapping.
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_language/English_quality_of_the_a]Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, the English quality is suitable for scholarly communications
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	The author could add images of the homunculus represeantitons
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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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