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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 book chapter presents a timely contribution to the scientific community, particularly in the context of gynecologic care in low- and middle-income countries (LMICs). By proposing a pragmatic, SVP-guided diagnostic and therapeutic pathway for pelvic congestion syndrome (PCS) that relies on transvaginal ultrasonography and laparoscopy rather than venography or embolization, it addresses a critical gap in resource-limited settings. The case study illustrates how structured clinical phenotyping and minimally invasive surgical intervention can resolve chronic pelvic pain and reduce diagnostic wandering, offering a patient-centered alternative where advanced imaging and interventional radiology are unavailable.
	

	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.

	Yes, no need to change.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the book chapter is scientifically correct. It presents a well-supported case, follows current clinical frameworks like SVP classification, and offers a practical approach for diagnosing and treating pelvic congestion syndrome in resource-limited settings. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, it is sufficient and updated. I have no additional suggestion.
	

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

	
Yes

	

	Optional/General comments

	This is a well-written book chapter converted from a paper that addresses a diagnostic challenge in women's health. It offers a practical, evidence-based approach tailored to resource-limited settings and contributes meaningfully to the global conversation on pelvic congestion syndrome.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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