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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 provides insights into the biomechanical and ergonomical factors influencing handwriting. The importance of proximal stability in optimizing fine motor tasks and the  correlations between shoulder rotational endurance and  glenohumeral internal rotation with writing speed was highlighted in this study.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The present title — “The Impact of Shoulder Rotational Endurance and Glenohumeral Internal Rotation on Writing Speed Among College Students: An Observational Study” — is clear, accurate and descriptive.  Title is somewhat lengthy and more technical.
   The Role of Endurance and Glenohumeral Internal Rotation on Writing Speed  in College Students”
	

	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 structured and informative with clear background, objective, method and results with conclusion.

But SPSS version and Kolmogorov-Smirnov test in abstract is too technical in abstract and could be avoided.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study appears to be scientifically correct with sound methodology.

Strengths:

Research objective is clear

Appropriate study design with justified Sample size.

Areas for Improvement

Generalisation : The sample (mostly female and right handed college students) limits external validity. This could be strongly acknowledged.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	 References for this focused observational study are sufficient but two entries Raut et al. (2021) cite twice, which can be streamlined.


	

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


	Overall it is professional, clear and very much suitable for scholarly communication but importance of shoulder stability was repeated multiple times this could be condensed, Phrases like “in order to “could be streamlined as simply “to”.  In the abstract, SPSS v21.0 and Kolmogorov–Smirnov makes it over datailing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript is scientifically sound and well-structured, with minor revisions in conciseness and clarity it would clearly make a strong addition to the scientific literature.
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