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	PART 1: Comments

	
	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.
	Radial head fractures constitute approximately one-third of all elbow fractures, representing between 1% and 4% of all fractures in adults. Given its crucial role in transmitting and distributing loads across the joint, a trade-off between its removal and replacement has always existed. This review has successfully examined most of the recommendations and findings of researchers who have addressed this topic, which can be relied upon in future scientific studies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	yes
	

	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 article summary is good; it only needed numerical values or ratios to compare the studies that favored resection of the traumatic radial head with those that favored replacement of the traumatic radial head.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes.
The researcher followed a clear scientific approach in presenting the problem he was addressing.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references sufficient and recent, So that it was between 2016 and 2024
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes , the language English quality it’s good
	

	Optional/General comments
	The researcher addressed a topic of great importance to the scientific community, and he drew upon recommendations from recent studies in his research. It would have been better if he had used numerical statistics to increase credibility.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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