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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 study addresses a crucial topic in the management of traumatic spinal cord injuries using steroid therapy, a subject that remains under debate in orthopedics and neurosurgery. The findings provide valuable insights into the efficacy of steroids and their potential side effects in this patient population. Overall, this study can benefit both clinicians and researchers, improving patient care and encouraging further research in spinal cord injury management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title clearly indicates the focus of the study. However, if the study includes specific details such as patient population, type of steroid used, or study design, a more accurate title might be:

"Clinical Outcomes of Steroid Therapy in Traumatic Spinal Cord Injury: A Prospective Study"
	

	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 summarizes the main points of the study, but please confirm the February 2025 or 2024 date.

Scientific Rigor:

The research appears scientifically sound, with appropriate methodology and a logical interpretation of the results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The research appears scientifically sound, with appropriate methodology and a logical interpretation of the results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant, but could be improved by adding more studies, particularly those from the last three to five years, on steroid therapy in spinal cord injury to ensure the research reflects current evidence.
	

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


	The research is generally well-written and suitable for scientific communication. Minor grammatical adjustments and rewording in some sections would improve clarity and readability
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Based on the information in the manuscript, there do not appear to be any fundamental ethical issues. However, it has been confirmed that the study received ethical approval.
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