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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 chapter emphasizes a structured approach to early physiotherapy after lower segment cesarean section (LSCS), a common surgical procedure that can significantly impact postpartum recovery. It underscores how timely and personalized physiotherapy interventions can accelerate functional recovery and reduce morbidity. The discussion of evidence-based exercises and positioning strategies can serve as a practical guide for clinicians. By addressing topics ranging from chest physiotherapy to pelvic floor exercises, this work broadens our understanding of best practices in post-LSCS care.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes
	

	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 concise and reflects the core findings. It may help to briefly mention the specific types of exercises or interventions highlighted in the text so that readers quickly grasp the intervention scope. Otherwise, it provides sufficient background and rationale.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is broadly sound. It cites relevant literature that supports the role of physiotherapy in enhancing postpartum recovery. The outlined exercises (e.g., ankle pumps, pelvic floor muscle training) align with established post-cesarean protocols reported in physiotherapy and obstetric rehabilitation guidelines.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are overall adequate, with several from the last decade. While most are relevant and support the arguments, including a few additional reviews or systematic analyses on postpartum rehabilitation (published in the last five years) might further strengthen the evidence base if available.
	

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

	
Yes, the language is generally clear.

	

	Optional/General comments

	Incorporating a brief section on potential barriers to implementing early physiotherapy (e.g., resource constraints, patient compliance) could offer a more rounded perspective. Otherwise, the manuscript effectively presents practical guidance for clinicians.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)
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