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Compulsory REVISION comments

Abstract: Methodology: DIBABANG or DINABANG ? Correct spelling mistake.
Line no 60: Had is used two times in same sentence. Grammatical error.

Line no 151: Reframe sentence: According to our clinical experience, Good
Physical Therapist practice includes, strengthening of both posterior and anterior
limb muscles.

4. Line no 164: Spelling mistake : fulfill
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Minor REVISION comments

1. References are not arranged in any singular internationally recognized referencing
style.
2. DINABANG should be included in key words.

Optional/General comments

1. Keywords should be arranged in alphabetical order.
2. Try to include short words in keywords.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? (If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper.
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