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	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 is significant for the scientific community and it addresses a critical gap in clinical literature regarding the management of De Quervain’s tenosynovitis in patients with localized pain hypersensitivity. While therapeutic ultrasound is a standard treatment and this case report provides novel evidence for the underwater (water bath) method as a viable alternative when conventional contact methods are intolerable. By documenting successful pain reduction and functional recovery—evidenced by the reduction of NPRS and PRWE scores to zero—the study offers clinicians a practical, evidence-based strategy for treating anatomically irregular and sensitive areas. Furthermore, it serves as a foundational reference for future larger-scale controlled trials to establish standardized treatment parameters for this specific modality.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, The article was appropriate.
	

	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.


	Addition:
1. Mention Finkelstein’s test- Confirms clinical diagnostic criteria

2. Include mention of ergonomic advice- Provides a complete picture of the care plan.
3. Specify 60-day follow-up- Highlights the long-term success of the treatment.
Deletion:

1. The phrase "of normal ultrasound" is somewhat redundant and can be removed for better flow
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript was appropriate.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	To improve the academic weight of the manuscript, I suggest considering the following types of references:

1. Standardized Assessment of PRWE: While the PRWE is used, adding a reference that establishes its Minimal Clinically Important Difference (MCID) for De Quervain’s would better contextualize the patient's recovery.

2. Recent Systematic Reviews: Incorporating a systematic review from 2024 or 2025 regarding physical modalities for tendinopathies would ensure the "Introduction" and "Discussion" sections reflect the absolute latest global evidence.

3. Comparative Acoustic Studies: Since the manuscript mentions that underwater ultrasound requires higher intensity, adding a more recent study (post-2020) on the attenuation of ultrasound waves in water versus coupling gel would support the specific dosage parameters used.

	

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


	Good Quality
	

	Optional/General comments


	The overall comment was Good. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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