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	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 provides valuable insights into the use of an unconventional method, cupping, as part of pulmonary rehabilitation, in improving symptoms and lung functions of COPD patients. COPD is chronic debilitating lung disease, where despite use of traditional pharmacological treatment and newer surgical interventions, patients continue to suffer. The role of pulmonary rehabilitation has long been proven to be beneficial in symptomatic relief along with improved lung function noted in these patients, which opens the need of additional methods of pulmonary rehab. This review provides an insight into the use of cupping as adjunct therapy or part of pulmonary rehabilitation, in addition to the traditional treatment, to aid in the improvement of lung function in COPD patients. Further, large scale studies and meta-analysis are needed to expand this limiting data.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title of the article is accurate and appropriately reflects the content. 


	

	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, the abstract is comprehensive, clearly summarizing the introduction to the study, methodology, results, and conclusions and I do not suggest the addition or deletion of any points in this section.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct, as it is based on a review of several studies on the role of cupping as adjunct therapy or part of pulmonary rehabilitation in improving lung function in COPD patients. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent, providing a solid foundation for the study; no additional references are necessary at this time.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication; it is clear, precise, and professionally presented.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I found this article to be good and well presented, highlighting the use of cupping, an unexplored therapy as part of pulmonary rehabilitation, in patients suffering from COPD.
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