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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.


	Functional tests such as the 6MWT, 2MWT, and TUG are widely used after TKA, yet there is inconsistencies in how they are administered and reported. This manuscript will enable clearer comparison across studies, highlight inconsistencies that hinder meta-analysis, and provide a foundation for future standardization. The protocol also helps to identify research gaps related specifically to unilateral TKA, an area often confounded by mixing unilateral and bilateral cohorts.
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	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct except for few modifications needed like the "Results and Discussion" section. This is inappropriate for a protocol and can be rephrased as "Anticipated Outcomes" or "Strengths and Limitations."
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