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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 paper presents an important new idea—that the cortical homunculus acts as the brain's memory center for the entire body. This could help explain conditions like phantom limb pain and spatial neglect, leading to better treatments. The theory also suggests exciting possibilities, like restoring lost body memories or even slowing aging. These insights could advance brain science and improve therapies for neurological and mental health disorders.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	This paper shares a good idea, but it would be even better if it was longer. More details, examples, and research proof would make the theory stronger. Extra sections could explain how to test the idea and why it matters for doctors and scientists.
	

	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 well-structured and presents interesting ideas, but it needs grammatical polishing for smoother readability. Some sentences are overly long or awkwardly phrased, and minor errors (like missing commas or inconsistent tenses and proper verb forms) should be corrected. However, the core message is clear and scientifically valuable—just needs refinement
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This article presents scientifically valid concepts, but the sections on Development and Connectivity of Cortical Homunculus and Genetic/Environmental Factors require deeper explanation. Clearer mechanisms, supporting evidence, and illustrative examples would strengthen these parts and improve overall clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the number of citations is sufficient.
	

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


	The article's language is generally clear and coherent, but some sections require refinement for greater precision and academic tone. Minor grammatical adjustments, tighter phrasing, and more formal scientific terminology would enhance its professionalism while maintaining readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This article is scientifically sound and suitable for publication, requiring only minor revisions—primarily grammatical refinements, clearer explanations in key sections (e.g., cortical homunculus development), and enhanced formality in language. With these adjustments, it will meet journal standards.
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