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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 article demonstrates that the key to success in the surgical management of patients with spinal deformities lies in individualized and multidisciplinary care, mastery of the surgical procedure, and postoperative management of complications with an appropriate rehabilitation program.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	appropriate title
	

	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.


	· complete and structured abstract
· Use of AIS for adult idiopathic scoliosis in the abstract and for adolescent idiopathic scoliosis in the introduction

· In conclusion: Spinal deformity correction surgery provides
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	overall correct
	

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

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


	understandable English
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Detailed clinical cases with early postoperative follow-up.

· Clear illustrations.

Areas requiring major revision:

· Rehabilitation is mentioned, but without a description of the protocol or details on the use of functional or quality-of-life scales;

· Too much daily clinical detail, although it could summarize the immediate postoperative follow-up and focus more on medium-term follow-up.

· Some linguistic errors.

· Number of patients: 3, but lack of discussion on the study's limitations.

· Rehabilitation: mentioned, but without a formal protocol.

· Medium/long-term follow-up: Partial and insufficient for a robust clinical study, heterogeneous between cases, absence of validated scores.

Evaluation conclusion:

The manuscript has clinical potential for scientific publication, but requires some grammatical revisions and clarification of the medium- and long-term outcomes.

The manuscript has clinical potential for scientific publication, but requires some grammatical revisions and clarification of the medium- and long-term outcomes.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Patient consent is documented.
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