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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.

	Chronic pelvic pain is relevant and interesting topic as the exact pathophysiology as well as management options are still being explored.
	

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

	Title[The Core of Pain: Chronic Pelvic Pain Demystified] gives an impression that some neurological pain pathways or process is going to be presented by author. However, after reading manuscript indepth elaboration of that is missing with consideration limited to females only. I would suggest the author to reframe the title.
“Demystifing the female chronic pelvic pain syndrome”
	

	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.

	Management options are shown to be limited in abstract. If author wants to primarily focus on physiotherapy then a statement like “all these treatment options are available but physiotherapy role seams to be evolving and established nowadays” can be included.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	In etiopathogenesis mechanisms like central sensitization, neuropathic pain, and visceral hypersensitivity are mentioned briefly can be expanded with concise explanation.
Incidence/Prevalence % of symptoms can be mentioned with citations. 
Pelvic floor muscle assessment (digital palpation, EMG, or manometry) is central to assessment and diagnosis and should have been included in the text. I suggest to include structured physical exam findings such as internal pelvic floor assessment or myofascial trigger point mapping.
 Evidence Grading in form of RCT/Metaanalysis are not so comprehensively cited in the text.
Consider adding standardized tools used in CPP diagnosis and quantification like VAS, McGill Pain Questionnaire, or NIH-CPSI.
Evolving treatment methods like pelvic trigger point release, or botulinum toxin could enhance completeness of management part.
Author may include a flowchart/algorithm for stepwise evaluation and management under distinct CPP subtypes: gynecologic, urologic, neuropathic, musculoskeletal.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Some references are mentioned like 2,3,5,18,22, but not complete. Proper citation (Author, Year) or superscript references would strengthen credibility. 
	

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

	Although, the language/English of the article is suitable for scholarly communications, it may need reframing and some repetitions may be avoided.

	

	Optional/General comments

	



	



	PART  2: 


	
	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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