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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 describes a rare case of traumatic pisiform dislocation associated with a distal forearm fracture in an adolescent patient. Pisiform dislocation is an extremely uncommon carpal injury and is often overlooked during evaluation of wrist trauma. The case highlights the importance of careful radiographic assessment of the carpus in patients presenting with distal forearm fractures. The report contributes valuable clinical insight into the mechanism of injury and demonstrates that closed reduction of the associated fracture can lead to spontaneous relocation of the pisiform, potentially avoiding additional surgical intervention.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally appropriate and reflects the main clinical condition described in the manuscript.

However, a slightly clearer title could be:

Suggested Title
Traumatic Pisiform Dislocation Associated with Distal Forearm Fracture in an Adolescent: A Case Report and Literature Review.
This title better highlights the combined injury, which is the most interesting aspect of the case.


	

	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 generally clear and well structured. It adequately summarizes the clinical presentation, diagnostic findings, treatment, and outcome.

However, the following improvements are suggested:

1. Add brief information about follow-up duration.

2. Clearly mention the clinical significance of spontaneous reduction.

3. Improve sentence flow in the discussion portion.

Suggested addition:

“At six-week follow-up, the patient achieved full painless wrist motion with no evidence of instability or recurrence.”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound and the clinical case is clearly described. The diagnostic work-up, imaging findings, treatment method, and outcome are appropriate for a case report.

However, a few improvements are suggested:

• The Discussion section should compare the case more extensively with previously reported cases in the literature.
• The mechanism of injury could be elaborated further, particularly regarding the biomechanical role of the flexor carpi ulnaris tendon.
• Minor structural issue: the manuscript numbering jumps from section 2 to section 4, and section 3 appears to be missing.


	

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

Only seven references are included, and several are relatively old.

It would strengthen the manuscript to include 2–3 additional recent references, particularly from the last decade.

• Recent case reports on pisiform dislocation in adolescents
• Articles discussing pisotriquetral instability and carpal trauma
This will improve the literature review component of the manuscript.


	

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


	The English language is generally understandable; however, minor grammatical and formatting corrections are required.

Examples:

• “figue 1” should be corrected to “Figure 1”
• Some sentences require minor editing for clarity
• Formatting of headings should be consistent

A light professional English editing is recommended before publication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Figures are useful but image quality and labeling should be improved.

2. The figure captions should be slightly more descriptive.

3. The discussion could include a short paragraph on long-term prognosis after pisiform dislocation.

4. Ensure consistent section numbering throughout the manuscript.

Overall, the manuscript presents an interesting and rare clinical case with educational value for orthopedic surgeons and emergency physicians.

The manuscript is clinically interesting and scientifically sound but requires minor improvements in language, formatting, and literature review before acceptance.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major ethical issues are identified.

However, the manuscript should explicitly state that:

• Informed consent was obtained from the patient or guardian
• Ethical approval was not required or was obtained according to institutional policy.
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