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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 manuscript is highly valuable to the scientific community as it provides robust evidence supporting the reliability of Auditory Steady-State Responses (ASSR) as an objective method for estimating hearing thresholds. By systematically comparing ASSR with behavioral pure-tone audiometry, the study clarifies the strengths and limitations of ASSR across different frequency ranges and degrees of hearing loss. The findings are particularly relevant for clinical practice, offering an effective tool for evaluating non-cooperative patients or those with severe to profound hearing impairment. Additionally, this research contributes to the broader understanding of integrated audiological assessment, promoting improved diagnostic accuracy and informed therapeutic decision-making in otorhinolaryngology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suitable
	

	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 materials section in the Abstract of the article is insufficient.

How many patients were included in the study?

What were the inclusion criteria?

Where and at which center were the tests performed?

It is unclear whether children, adults, or the elderly were included in the study group. 

The materials section should be rewritten.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It's a scientifically sound article, but it needs revisions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The available sources are insufficient, and outdated sources are available. It is recommended that the sources be current and selected from at least the last 10 years.
For Example: 3.
Reference. G. Rance, F. W. Rickards, L. T. Cohen, S. De Vidi, and G. M. Clark, “The Automated Prediction of Hearing Thresholds in Sleeping Subjects Using Auditory Steady-State Evoked Potentials:,” Ear Hear., vol. 16, no. 5, pp. 499–507, Oct. 1995, doi: 10.1097/00003446-199510000-00006.
	

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


	It’ Okey, suitable
	

	Optional/General comments


	Materials and references need to be updated.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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