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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.


	This topic is most important in the current scenario. 
Trapezitis is becoming most prevalent condition handle in OPD by physiotherapists 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, Title is Suitable, 
But can be modified as 

“ Effectiveness of Myofascial Release, Cryostretch, and Kinesiotaping in Adolescents with Trapezitis”

 Or “A Study on the Effectiveness of Myofascial Release, Cryostretch, and Kinesiotaping in Adolescents with Trapezitis”
	

	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 is ok. 
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References should be written as per the Guidelines from the Journal. Some are in APA format and some are in Vancouver format. 
	

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


	Need to do a strict grammatical checking by the authors. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The introduction of this chapter requires a thorough revision. It should clearly explain why adolescents are increasingly suffering from trapezitis and discuss the underlying causes. The rationale for selecting each treatment modality must be provided with strong justification. Additionally, the results of previous studies should be included, supported by relevant literature, to establish the background and significance of the present study. All references cited in this section must strictly follow the APA referencing style, rather than any other format.

The methodology section also needs to be rewritten with better organization and clarity. It should begin with a detailed description of the sample method, followed by the study design. The process of sample selection must be explained, along with the inclusion and exclusion criteria, which should be mentioned clearly and precisely to strengthen the validity of the study. References used in this section should also be formatted according to APA guidelines.

The results section requires considerable improvement. The type of statistical tests used should be explained, along with the reasons for choosing them. The tables provided are not correct as they do not include p-values, which are essential for statistical interpretation. The pre-test and post-test values of each group must be presented clearly. The values currently mentioned in Table I are ambiguous and not properly explained, which reduces the clarity and credibility of the findings.

The discussion section needs a strong and comprehensive revision. It should be rewritten in a structured and coherent manner with clear arguments. Literature must be incorporated to support the interpretations and comparisons with previous studies. Each important finding should be highlighted and discussed in relation to the existing body of evidence, thereby strengthening the academic contribution of the work. All supporting literature in this section should be referenced in proper APA format.

The conclusion should be short, crisp, and to the point. It must summarize the key findings of the study without unnecessary repetition, while also reflecting the relevance and implications of the results in clinical practice or further research.
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