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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.


	Polytrauma is currently a leading cause of death in young adults worldwide. Therefore, any update is always relevant. This article adequately integrates key concepts that could be useful for physicians in training and residents in orthopedic surgery and/or emergency medicine. Furthermore, it could be used as a clinical practice guideline in resource-limited settings. However, the potential value of this article is limited by the lack of updated literature, with only three of the references cited published after 2020. A narrative review should reflect the most current state of knowledge on this issue.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, Alternative: "Polytrauma: Pathophysiology, Resuscitation, and Principles of Orthopedic Management – A Narrative Review"
	

	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 substantially adequate. However, I suggest certain revisions. 1. "Place and Duration of Study": This field is more appropriate for original studies with data collection. I suggest reformulating or eliminating it to avoid methodological confusion. 2. "Methodology": It would be advisable to include a range of included articles and the period of the literature search.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In terms of clinical content, the article is generally correct. However, some changes should be made. Section 3.3, titled "Pathophysiology," contains a spelling error. Please review the entire document for similar errors. Some clinical claims lack visible bibliographic support (e.g., "one life for every 17 patients with ISS >16," the 1:1:1 ratio in massive transfusion).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	This section clearly needs substantial improvements. Only three of the references mentioned are from after 2020. The majority are concentrated in the period 2005–2015, with some from 2007 that are almost 20 years old.
	

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


	The English is generally understandable, but it presents several problems. Some sentence structures are long and syntactically complex, making fluent reading difficult. The style in some sections appears translated, resulting in non-idiomatic formulations in academic English.
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