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	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 manuscript presents a case series describing deformity correction surgery in patients with different etiologies of spinal deformity, including adolescent idiopathic scoliosis and ankylosing spondylitis. The study highlights the clinical presentation, surgical strategies, perioperative management, complications, and functional outcomes in three distinct cases. Such real-world clinical data are valuable in demonstrating individualized surgical planning and management approaches in spinal deformity correction. The manuscript contributes to the existing literature by correlating surgical outcomes with current evidence and reinforces the importance of multidisciplinary perioperative care in optimizing patient outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate and reflects the content of the manuscript.
	

	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 structured and summarizes the introduction, case presentation, outcomes, and conclusions adequately.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and consistent with current knowledge regarding spinal deformity correction surgery. The clinical decision-making, surgical indications, radiological evaluation, and postoperative outcomes are appropriately described.

However, the following improvements are recommended:

· Clearly define outcome measures such as functional scores (VAS, ODI, SRS-22 if available).

· Include standardized follow-up duration for all patients.

· Provide clearer explanation of surgical techniques used in each case.

· Include objective radiological comparison in tabular form (pre- and post-operative parameters).

· Improve clarity regarding correction percentage calculation in Case 2.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The references are adequate, relevant, and include recent literature up to 2025. They appropriately support the discussion and conclusions.
	

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


	The manuscript requires moderate language editing. There are multiple grammatical errors, typographical mistakes, and inconsistencies, including:

Examples:

· “Conculsion” should be “Conclusion”

· “Spinal deformities is defined” should be “Spinal deformities are defined”

· Several spelling and grammatical inconsistencies throughout the manuscript

Professional English editing is strongly recommended before publication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Strengths:

· Good case selection representing different etiologies

· Detailed perioperative and postoperative clinical descriptions

· Relevant radiological documentation

· Appropriate correlation with literature

Limitations:

· Small sample size (expected in case series)

· Lack of standardized functional outcome scoring

· Lack of structured comparative analysis

· Some inconsistency in reporting correction outcomes

· Language and formatting issues
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major ethical issues identified.

The manuscript states that informed consent was obtained and ethical approval considerations were addressed appropriately.
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