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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (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 manuscript offers a comprehensive synthesis of recent advances in migraine therapy, addressing both pharmacological innovations such as CGRP inhibitors and non-pharmacologic approaches like neuromodulation. It emphasizes the shift toward personalized treatment strategies that cater to individual patient needs. By integrating clinical and scientific perspectives, the review provides valuable guidance for improving migraine management and advancing future research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is relevant to the content; however, it would benefit from greater specificity regarding the nature of the advances discussed in the review.
	

	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 would benefit from a structured format to enhance clarity(include background, objective, methods, results, conclusion). Currently, it lacks completeness, as non-pharmacological treatment options—discussed in the main text—are not included. Additionally, a concluding statement summarizing the key insights or implications of the review is absent and should be incorporated
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically grounded. However, A number of references are more than five years old. Some of the most significant recent clinical trials are not cited
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list would benefit from the inclusion of more recent studies, particularly those published within the last five years, to reflect the latest advancements and ensure the review remains current and relevant
	

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


	Some grammar errors: e.g., "Now a day, delivering of active ingredients..." and "these studies is infringement the difficulty of conventional method"
Informal language: e.g., "help many," "cut headache intensity," "make them more efficacious and less harmful"
	

	Optional/General comments


	As a comprehensive review, the manuscript should explicitly describe the methodology used for the literature search, including the databases consulted, keywords applied, and time frame covered. Additionally, clear inclusion and exclusion criteria for selecting studies should be provided to enhance transparency and reproducibility.
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