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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.

	Dear Editor.

Thank you for allowing me to review this outstanding article on cupping therapy. 
This review aims to provide evidence for cupping therapy to be added to the guidelines for migraine treatment. In its current form, the manuscript is well-shaped, written comprehensively, 
and has a clear flow, making it easy to read.
	

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

	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 suggestion
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is correct and has merit.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. Sufficient and recent
	

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

	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments

	I have a few comments on the manuscript. 
In the results section it was emphasized that none of the 18 trials included in the review was placebo-controlled. This issue should have been discussed in the discussion section because it is 
one of the main limitations of the clinical trials conducted with cupping therapy.  As it was mentioned in the limitations section of some of those clinical trials, the provision of a suitable 
sham cupping method is still a challenge which is also true for applying blind method because cupping therapy has its own characteristics that render imitation nearly impossible. 
In table 2 while expressing the type of the cupping therapy it will be more suitable to use initials. DCT for dry cupping therapy and WCT for wet cupping therapy.
In the introduction section, it was mentioned that cupping therapy is referred to as Hijima therapy in the Middle east. It is not hijima but hijama and is generally used for wet cupping rather than dry cupping in Muslim countries. It should be corrected accordingly.
I recommend minor revision for the manuscript. It might be accepted for publication after the suggested revisions.
Best regards
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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