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	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 gives real-world insights into the use of pregabalin and nortriptyline for neuropathic pain in India. It highlights clinicians' preference for this combination, especially in cases unresponsive to monotherapy. The findings support its effectiveness and guide better treatment strategies for the community.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is a bit long and wordy and I suggest the following title:

“Clinician Perspectives on Pregabalin–Nortriptyline Combination Therapy for Neuropathic Pain in India”
	

	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.
	I have no suggestion; the abstract provided is generally comprehensive and well-structured.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct overall. However, the pathophysiology section is brief. Consider briefly mentioning central sensitization, ectopic discharges, or loss of inhibitory interneurons for completeness.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient but some of them are outdated even a reference published in 2002 was used to show prevalence. This should be changed and it is better to consider references of the last five years at least.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the manuscript is generally suitable for scholarly communication. Hower, some sentences are wordy: “Studies indicate that neuropathic pain affects approximately 7–8% of the general population, significantly impacting quality of life, functional capacity, and socioeconomic burden.” Break into two shorter sentences or condense: “Neuropathic pain affects 7–8% of the population and significantly impairs quality of life and productivity.” This comment applies for other long texts also.
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	Overall flow of the manuscript is fine.
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