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	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 prospective data on the prevalence of brain injury among patients with mTBI, with importance of mechanisms such as road traffic crashes and pedestrian injuries. The study emphasizes that a preserved Glasgow Coma Scale (GCS) score does not exclude significant intracranial pathology. So, these findings can show importance of triage protocols for brain CT scan.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is informative but misleading, as it mentions “Predictors”. But the analysis is descriptive and does not perform formal predictive statistics.
	

	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 is clear but needs corrections. The article does not specify any age category, yet the abstract’s conclusion mentions “young males.” The keywords are not appropriate and require revision.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study design is appropriate for assessing prevalence. In this article, definition of clinically significant brain injury relies on clinician judgment rather than strictly objective criteria. So, the study needs to perform multivariable analysis to assess.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are recent, relevant, and sufficient.
	

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


	Language is generally clear and understandable. But need minor correction. 
For example: “LOC occurred in over 80% of patients with clinically significant injuryUse.”
	

	Optional/General comments


	Some change needed:
1. Deletion of "Predictor" in title.

2. No information was given about type of brain pathology in article.

3. Keywords need correction.

4. Article is more descriptive than predictive.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

Ethical approval is mentioned


	


Reviewer details:

Seyed Mohammad Reza Mohajeri, Iran University of Medical Sciences,  Iran
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

