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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 manuscript holds importance for the scientific community as it addresses the limited literature on post-operative rehabilitation following complete quadriceps tendon rupture, a relatively uncommon but functionally disabling injury. By presenting a detailed, phase-wise physiotherapy protocol and documenting functional recovery timelines, it provides practical guidance for clinicians in both surgical and rehabilitation settings. The case also highlights the value of early diagnosis, prompt surgical repair, and structured rehabilitation in achieving optimal patient outcomes, thereby contributing to evidence-based practice in musculoskeletal injury management. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Post-Operative Physiotherapy Intervention of Complete Quadriceps Tendon Rupture", is clear but could be made more concise and academically engaging by emphasizing the case report nature and the rehabilitation protocol.

Suggested alternative titles:
Post-Operative Rehabilitation Following Complete Quadriceps Tendon Rupture: A Case Report
Structured Physiotherapy Protocol After Surgical Repair of Complete Quadriceps Tendon Rupture: A Clinical Case Report
Early Post-Operative Physiotherapy for Complete Quadriceps Tendon Rupture: Functional Recovery in a Case Report

	

	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 comprehensive, as it outlines the aim, case presentation, discussion, and conclusion. However, there is scope for some improvement 

Suggestions for improvement:
Clarify patient demographics: Mention the exact age of the patient in the abstract to improve clarity.

Add objective outcome measures: Include specific functional scores or ROM measurements at follow-up to strengthen the results section.

Specify rehabilitation details briefly: Instead of a general statement, mention that a “phased physiotherapy program focusing on joint mobility, flexibility, and strengthening” was used.

State how this case adds new insight to existing literature, e.g., by presenting a structured rehab protocol with a clear timeline for return to activities.


	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in this manuscript are reasonably sufficient

Suggestions for improvement:
· Add rehabilitation-specific RCTs/systematic reviews – While case reports and observational studies are cited, including higher-level evidence would strengthen the recommendations. For example:

West, R., Keene, J.S., & Kaplan, L.D. (2019). Rehabilitation following quadriceps tendon repair: A systematic review. Journal of Orthopaedic & Sports Physical Therapy.

Cuozzo, F., et al. (2022). Post-operative protocols for extensor mechanism injuries: An evidence-based approach. Knee Surgery, Sports Traumatology, Arthroscopy.

· Consider sports medicine rehabilitation guidelines – Such as American Physical Therapy Association (APTA) guidelines or consensus statements on extensor mechanism injury rehab.

· Update on surgical outcomes with newer fixation techniques – Some recent literature on suture anchors, cortical buttons, and biological augmentation in QTR repair could be included.


	

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


	The language quality of the article is not fully suitable for scholarly communication as it is. It contains several grammatical errors, awkward sentence structures, and typographical mistakes that affect clarity and professionalism.

· Common issues noted:
· Frequent grammatical mistakes (e.g., tense inconsistencies, missing articles).

· Typographical errors (“keen was placed” instead of “knee was placed,” “uisng” instead of “using”).

· Redundant phrasing and repetition of the same idea in different sections.

· Some sentences are overly long and could be split for clarity.

· Recommendation:
The manuscript would benefit from professional language editing to:

· Correct grammatical and spelling errors.

· Improve sentence structure for conciseness and clarity.

· Ensure consistent use of medical and scientific terminology.

· Standardize formatting according to the target journal’s style.

· 
	

	Optional/General comments


	This case report addresses an uncommon but clinically significant injury—complete quadriceps tendon rupture—and provides a detailed account of surgical management followed by a structured physiotherapy program

However, the manuscript would benefit from several improvements before publication. The English language requires professional editing to correct grammatical errors, remove redundancies, and improve readability. The abstract should be streamlined to avoid repetition and include more specific outcome measures. Figures should be clearly annotated, and the discussion could be strengthened by comparing the presented protocol and outcomes with other published rehabilitation strategies. Additionally, incorporating standardized functional outcome scores would enhance the scientific value of the report.

This manuscript presents a rare case of complete quadriceps tendon rupture and details the surgical repair followed by a structured physiotherapy program. The topic is relevant to orthopedic surgeons, sports medicine physicians, and physiotherapists, as there is limited literature describing post-operative rehabilitation for this injury. The phased rehab plan is a useful practical addition for clinicians.

However, the paper needs improvement in language and presentation. There are several grammatical errors and repetitions that reduce readability. The authors should also include more objective outcome measures and compare their results with other published rehabilitation protocols. Figures could be better described, and the abstract should be made more concise.

Overall, this is a clinically interesting and useful case report that could be considered for publication after revision and language editing.
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