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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.
	have tried to compile the outcomes of deep brain stimulation on selected Parkinson’s disease patient’s case study. This review indeed substantiates the positive implication of deep brain stimulation and will be very helpful for the consideration of the technique for managing the diseased subjects. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
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	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
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The selected 78 studies on DBS are indeed included based on the refined criteria which summarizes the crisp facts without any junk data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The selected studies are 78 I number and the total number of references are 32 in number. may think to add a table of selected references either in the text or in the reference list, if possible.
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	In the first page>Methods>mentioned they looked through the publications between 2000 to 2025, However in the 3rd page>Criteria for inclusion and exclusion> found eligible studies between 2010 to 2025. They may need to discuss if the previous 10 years studies were not good enough to include and what could be the potential lack which is subsequently filled later.
Figure are appearing to be stretched either vertically or horizontally and needed to be in proportionate dimension. 
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