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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 addresses the growing prevalence of forward head posture among young adults, a topic of increasing clinical and ergonomic relevance due to prolonged digital device use. By combining external postural assessment with radiographic cervical measurements, the study contributes to the understanding of early biomechanical adaptations in the upper cervical spine. The work is valuable for clinicians in physical medicine, rehabilitation, and musculoskeletal research, as it highlights parameters that may assist in early detection and prevention strategies. Overall, the study adds useful data to the field of posture-related cervical biomechanics.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate and reflects the study aim and design.
	

	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 structured and informative but could be improved by:

· Adding the study design explicitly (retrospective observational analytical study).

· Reporting the sample size in the Methods section.

· Including exact statistical values for key outcomes.

· Slightly shortening background statements to focus more on results and implications.

Overall, only minor revisions are needed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound, with a clear objective, appropriate measurements, and standard statistical analyses. However, several issues should be addressed:

· The study design is described inconsistently (retrospective, quasi-experimental, observational). A single accurate term should be used.

· The definition of control vs. sample groups is unclear, as all participants appear to belong to one cohort.

· Justification for using paired vs. independent tests should be clarified.

· The small sample size limits statistical power and should be emphasized more strongly.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are generally relevant.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but requires moderate language editing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures and tables are helpful but captions should be standardized.

· The discussion is strong but somewhat lengthy and could be condensed.

· Limitations should explicitly mention retrospective design bias and measurement reliability.

· A short section on clinical implications for physiotherapy practice would strengthen the manuscript.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No major ethical issues are evident. Ethical approval and informed consent are reported. However, the manuscript should clarify:

· Whether consent was obtained for retrospective image use

· Whether anonymization procedures were applied
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