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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.

	While CHL stretching is an undeniable alternative to adhesive capsulitis, as a part of conservative management, this study confirms the same with a very good study. Though the idea of this study is good there are few errors in the article such as, 
1.The Abstract is not comprehensive.
2.Sample size mentioned in the abstract is 80 divided into 2 groups and the group size is 40 per each group and in the article it is mention as the total sample size is 14 and 7 patients were included in each group. There is huge difference of sample size mentioned in the abstract and in the actual study.
2. Spelling mistakes and grammatical errors are evident in the literature review.
3.It is mentioned that Paracetamol has been suggested for pain relief , but there is no detail regarding how many days the patient is consuming paracetamol and whether this drug has been consumed or not while checking the pain parameter.
4.Significant references were quoted but they’re are not of most recent studies.
	

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

	Yes, the title is apt and most relevant.
	

	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.

	No, the abstract is not comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references quoted were relevant but not recent.
	

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

	Spelling mistakes and grammatical errors are evident.
	

	Optional/General comments

	Though the study is good,  the sample size discrepancy in the abstract and the actual study has to be corrected and the consumption of paracetamol for pain relief has to be justified properly before the pain parameter being assessed. This manuscript can only be accepted only after these revisions.
	















	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)

No, as the informed consent has been taken from the patient, ethical issues are not present.
	




	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No
	



	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No
	






	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:


	I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer.




	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:


	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 
( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 
Accept As It Is: (>9-10)
Minor Revision: (>8-9)
Major Revision: (>7-8)
Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)
Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback
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