Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Orthopaedic Research 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJORR_140502

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Posterior sternoclavicular dislocation: A Case Report

	Type of the Article
	Case report


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	You can add, `a conservatively managed posterior sternoclavicular joint dislocation in a young adult`: a case report
	

	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.


	Abstract seems adequate
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. Imaging is inadequate. It would be ideal to include an axial CT having bilateral Sternoclavicular joints for comparison of the amount of injury. Also, there is no follow up imaging CT which takes away the usefulness of this case report when it is claimed that patient did well.
2. There is no mention of the technique or method of closed reduction attempted in this case or was it just the sling and brace? If yes? How about the follow up imaging and the adequacy of reduction and claim of no neurovascular compromise. We don`t have any MRI to back up that claim 

3. Why was conservative management chosen with so much displacement in a young individual? Any rationale?

4. What was the mechanism of injury and mode of trauma? Any hyperlaxity?
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Mir Tariq Altaf, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

