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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 is important because it provides a needed update on the rapidly evolving field of precision neurorehabilitation. As the integration of digital biomarkers, advanced neuroimaging, and AI is becoming important to modern rehabilitation practice, such a review will help doctors and researchers understand the current evidences on this topic and also help to provide future directions. The discussion on digital twins, causal modeling, and closed-loop systems is particularly valuable because these innovations are still emerging and lack proper guidance. I believe this paper highlights key ethical challenges and solutions as feel individualized treatment plans for neurorehabilitation are more necessary instead of protocol driven therapy. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, I feel the title of the review article is suitable. 
	

	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 clearly highlights the review article and is comprehensive. 

However, it is elaborate and if possible the authors should reduce the long technical sentences and also, keep main focus on key findings and conclusions rather than the methodology. 

Also, I feel the structure can be simplified by adding better transitions, which would help the two complex sentences to link with one another and make it easier for reader.  

For example- the abstract shifts abruptly from describing physiological biomarkers to outlining digital twin frameworks. Adding a bridging phrase like ‘Integrating these measurements..’ would make it more legible. 

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The explanations of biomarkers, imaging modalities, and computational methods are accurate and up to date. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are recent and sufficient.
If the author feels adding more references, they should focus on the guidelines of neurorehabilitation dosing. 
	

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


	The language is mostly clear and scholarly, but requires editing like, long sentences should be reduced and concise for the reader. A long article reduces the interest and moreover feels like a burden. 
Also, in keywords- 2 different bracket styles are used, so please correct that. 


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is comprehensive with high relevance in today’s evolving medicine. 
Figures can be improved (if wanted), for better accessibility. 

Some minor changes regarding length, grammar should be done by author and team and editor should consider article for publishing.  
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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