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	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 has addressed a key therapeutic matter of discussion for the physiotherapeutic community but there are few modifications needed in the manuscript to validate it scientifically
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	needs to be modified 
	

	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 comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	no.

SUGGESTIONS :

1. In the introduction, the biomechanics of foot needs to be related with the pathomechanics of plantar fascitis , additionally with specified column for the gastrosoleus involvement in both the cases

2. Inclusion criteria needs to be specified especially the specification of the runners demographics and pathomechanical analytical points selected for the study 

3. Tenderness assessment could be added as outcome measure to increase the credibility of the study as well as to objectively justify gastosoleus applied manual trigger point therapy 

4. Test of significance could be carried out to validate the inclusion criteria irrespective of group division, provided the age criteria selected is too varied and biomechanically questionable

5. Pain reduction in both the group is found out to be non-significant which invalidates the study objective somehow

6. statistical analysis needs to be revisited for validated as well as significant results 
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