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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 manuscript addresses a highly practical issue in clavicle fracture surgery: the consequences of supraclavicular nerve management during fixation. By presenting three real-world cases with different surgical approaches to the nerve (preservation, traction injury, and intentional sacrifice), the authors provide clear clinical insights into sensory outcomes and patient satisfaction. The study reminds orthopedic surgeons of the tangible impact of nerve injury, often underestimated in daily practice. The work highlights the need for careful dissection and awareness of nerve anatomy, contributing to improved surgical outcomes and quality of life for patients.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No changes 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 summarizes the aims, case presentations, discussion, and conclusion effectively. However, it would be more comprehensive if it briefly mentioned the key surgical recommendations or take-home message for clinicians (e.g., “Careful nerve preservation should be prioritized in all cases whenever feasible.”).

Suggestion: Add 1-2 lines on practical recommendations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and aligns with current understanding in orthopedic surgery regarding nerve injury risk during clavicle fixation. The case series is well described, with logical connection between surgical events and patient outcomes.

However, a limitation is the small number of cases, lack of statistical value: The article only stops at 3 cases, is purely descriptive (very small case series), has no comparison, no quantitative data (for example: pain score, numbness level, shoulder function score according to objective scale...).
The conclusions are justified for a case series but should acknowledge the descriptive nature and limited generalizability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References include primary studies from 2017–2024. No additional references are required.

References should be edited to certain standards, DOI numbers added, and the third reference should not include the author's name.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and appropriate for scholarly publication. Minor editing is suggested for grammar and conciseness in the discussion section.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The inclusion of intraoperative images and schematic figures is appreciated and enhances educational value.

The authors should consider tabulating the three cases for easier comparison (e.g., age, injury details, nerve management, outcome, follow-up duration).

Discussion would benefit from clearer emphasis on when nerve sacrifice is unavoidable, and risk–benefit considerations for each scenario.
The manuscript is practical, educational, and highlights an often overlooked issue in clavicle surgery. The main limitations are the small sample size and lack of objective outcome scores. If the authors can address the minor suggestions regarding the abstract, add a case summary table, and correct some typographical errors in the references, the manuscript will be eligible for publication.
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