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	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 article tries to give a comprehensive review of cervical spondylotic myelopathy which commonly affects people of older age group. It gives an introductory overview for new orthopedicians and non orthopedic personnel with an interest to learn about the disease and its management
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 comprehensive and does not need editing
	

	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.
	No, given it is review article, more references and more studies should be quoted. The article should compare different views regarding diagnosis and management and outcome. The authors should quote more studies and give evidence regarding the indications of each surgical method and diagnostic tests. The sensitivity and specificity of individual test should be evaluated and its importance in diagnosis
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The introduction is short and crisp however the authors have neglected the mention of recent studies and also not considered demographic differences in incidence of disease. They should expand on new information regarding the disease
Epidemiology should consider data from last 5 years and differences according to region
Etiology section can me made more organised and consider more detail than just rheumatoid arthritis

Symptoms mentioned have been repeated in the text

Diagnostics tests have not been elaborated upon and no studies have been used to show superiority of one test over another

The treatment sections have  mentioned treatment regarding spinal trauma instead of cervical myelopathy

The prognosis and conclusion have also mentioned on spinal trauma rather than cervical myelopathy


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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:

Abhishek Sengupta, Vmmc and Safdarjung Hospital, India

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

