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	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.


	This study is useful for the scientific community because it gives clear information about femur fracture cases in one of the biggest hospitals in Ananindeua, Pará, over a five-year period. It shows which age groups, genders, and social groups are most affected, and connect the findings to possible causes such as accidents, osteoporosis, and the COVID-19 pandemic. The results can help doctors, health planners, and policymakers make better plans for prevention and treatment. It also points out that young adults have more fractures than expected, which is important for planning safety programs.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title matches the content and focus of the paper. No change needed.
	

	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 clear and complete. It has the aim, method, results, and conclusion. I suggest adding one short sentence to highlight the unusual finding that the 20–29 age group had the highest number of fractures.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The methods and data are appropriate, and the results are explained well. The discussion is linked to other studies and the conclusions are reasonable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The references are enough and many are recent (2022–2024). The authors could add one or two international studies to compare local results with global trends.
	

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


	Yes, the English is clear and easy to understand. Some long sentences could be made shorter for better readability.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important topic and presents valuable epidemiological data on femur fracture cases. However, several areas require significant improvement before it can be considered for publication. The introduction and discussion sections contain repeated information and could be more concise. The unusual finding of higher fracture incidence in young adults needs deeper analysis and explanation. Figures and tables should be improved for clarity, with consistent formatting and labelling. Some sentences in the manuscript are too long and need simplification for better readability. Addressing these issues will strengthen the scientific quality, clarity, and overall impact of the paper.

1. Adding a short “Implications for Practice” section would make the paper more useful for health professionals.

2. The introduction could be made shorter by removing repeated information.

3. The methodology section could include more detail on how data quality issues (e.g., missing values) were handled.

4. Avoid repeating the same background points in the introduction and discussion; this will make the text more concise.

5. The limitation section is good but could also mention that secondary data may lack certain clinical details like fracture type or severity.

6. The graphs and tables are useful, but all axes and legends should be clearly labelled.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No. The study uses secondary data from DATASUS, and the authors have stated that ethics committee approval was not required under local regulations. Ethical guidelines appear to have been followed.
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