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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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 significant importance for the scientific community as it addresses a critical gap in current understanding within its field.

· By presenting new data, innovative methodologies, or a novel perspective, it contributes to the advancement of evidence-based practice.

· The findings have the potential to inform future research, influence clinical protocols, and support policy development.

Furthermore, it fosters academic dialogue and may inspire interdisciplinary collaboration, thereby enriching the broader scope of scientific inquiry.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“Clinical Trials in Physiotherapy in India: Current Barriers and Strategic Pathways Forward” is a clear and purposeful title that conveys the focus of your work. It highlights both the challenges and solutions, which is essential for engaging readers who are interested in policy, research, or clinical advancement in physiotherapy.

That said, if you're looking for a slightly more advance sound and dynamic or engaging version, here’s an alternative suggestion:

“Breaking Barriers: Advancing Clinical Trials in Physiotherapy Across India”
—This version adds a more dynamic and hopeful tone, while still preserving the core message. It can help draw attention from a wider audience, especially those passionate about progress and reform in healthcare research.


	

	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.


	This manuscript is highly relevant to the scientific community as it addresses a key gap in the current understanding of clinical trials in physiotherapy within the Indian context. By offering fresh insights, practical observations, and strategic pathways forward, it strengthens the foundation for evidence-based practice. The findings have the potential to guide future research, shape clinical decision-making, and influence policy formulation. Moreover, it encourages academic dialogue and paves the way for interdisciplinary collaboration, ultimately contributing to a more robust and inclusive approach to physiotherapy research and healthcare delivery.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. It presents a well-structured analysis supported by relevant literature, clearly outlines the methodology, and draws logical conclusions based on the data and observations. The discussion aligns with the objectives and provides thoughtful insights into current barriers and strategic pathways in physiotherapy clinical trials in India. The references are appropriate, and the content reflects a good understanding of both scientific rigor and real-world application.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are generally relevant and contribute to the overall credibility of the work. However, incorporating a few more recent studies from the past 3–5 years, particularly those focusing on clinical trials in physiotherapy and healthcare policy in India, could further strengthen the manuscript. Including recent global perspectives or WHO reports on rehabilitation and clinical research frameworks might also help situate the study within a broader context. Overall, the reference list is a strong starting point, but a few additional contemporary sources could enhance its depth and relevance.


	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clearly written, with appropriate academic tone and structure. However, a few sections could benefit from minor editing for clarity, flow, and grammatical consistency. A light proofreading or review by a native English editor could enhance overall readability and ensure the manuscript meets the highest publication standards.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript tackles a very important and timely topic in physiotherapy research in India. Highlighting the challenges and suggesting ways to move forward is really useful, especially as evidence-based practice becomes more essential. The study has great potential to impact not just academic discussions, but also how clinical work and policies develop. With a little polishing of the language and updating some references, this paper could make a strong contribution. I really appreciate the authors’ efforts in addressing such a valuable subject and hope to see more research like this in the future.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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