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	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.

	The manuscript holds significance of functional therapy in clinical settings and evidence-based interventions in rehabilitation. By highlighting the benefits of MRP, this study leads to contribute in improving patient outcomes and enhance the quality of life.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is to the point and clearly reflects the aim of the study.
	

	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.

	Yes, the abstract is concise yet informative
Abstract is lacking significant p-values. Add the exact p-values for both outcomes (MAS and Barthel Index) to improve clarity.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically robust.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most of the references are outdated, I recommend the authors to update their reference list and include more recent studies (published within the past 5-7 years) to ensure the current knowledge and advancements in stroke rehabilitation research. I also recommend to increase number of references to support the evidence in particular research.
	

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

	Yes, the language/English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication.
Yet, minor grammatical polishing could enhance clarity of manuscript
	

	Optional/General comments

	Could the author provide the specific formula/parameters used in GPower for the sample size calculation?
Write p-values in italics, some of them in the article are in italics some aren’t So write (e.g., p < 0.05 instead of p < 0.05) for uniformity throughout the manuscript.
Minor grammatical errors and extra space typos were noted such as,
-Manuscript must be revised to avoid extra space in brackets and in references
-Write Table: instead of Table :
-Major findings must be highlighted or put in brackets or inverted commas to enhance the impact of manuscript
-Discussion must be elaborated by adding more reference articles, also it would be suitable if author write ‘Discussions’ instead of Discussion.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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