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	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.


	To date, the importance of pelvic management of menopausal patients tends to focus on the use of hormones or pharmacological therapies, rather than surgical or laser interventions. This article highlights how PFMT can achieve the same results at a significantly lower cost to the patient and with fewer risks or side effects, an aspect that should not be underestimated. The scientific community is interested in the fact that PFMT has demonstrated efficacy in the management of urinary incontinence in various populations. However, its specific applicability in the context of female urinary incontinence syndrome (FUIS) remains relatively underexplored in the scientific literature.
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	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.


	I think the abstract is quite comprehensive; perhaps more focus could be placed on the various models used for rehabilitation purposes, given the variability found in the number of sessions, training time, and duration of the rehabilitation program.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I think it is scientifically correct, the PICO strategy used confirms it in addition to the use of the PEDro scale for the critical evaluation of studies combined with the elimination of duplicates.
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	Kurne HG, Uzunay N, Katlan DC, Akbayrak T. Objective evaluation of the acute effects of pelvic floor muscle training on vaginal dryness in postmenopausal women: a randomized controlled pilot study. Arch Gynecol Obstet. 2026 Jan 12;313(1):32. doi: 10.1007/s00404-025-08267-1. PMID: 41524790; PMCID: PMC12795868.
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	Is the language/quality of the English article suitable for academic communication?

Yes, I think it's clear, concise, and fluent. You could try to make the materials and methods easier to read by simplifying them a bit more or reducing the use of acronyms.
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