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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 presents a comprehensive review of CT and MR perfusion imaging techniques and their clinical relevance in cancer diagnosis. It fills an important knowledge gap by explaining fundamental perfusion parameters and their diagnostic correlation. The article contributes to clinical radiology by clarifying how perfusion maps like CBF, CBV, TTP, and MTT are instrumental in tumor detection and grading. It also emphasizes the role of non-invasive methods like ASL in oncology, which is particularly valuable for patients contraindicated for contrast agents.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and reflective of the manuscript content. It clearly conveys the article type and core focus.
No change recommended.
	

	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 is generally comprehensive but can benefit from some minor restructuring:

· Begin with a more direct and concise summary.

· Combine similar ideas (e.g., "Cancer is one of the leading causes..." and "Tumor increases the vascular permeability...").

· Avoid repetition of terms like “perfusion” multiple times in close proximity.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and well-supported by extensive, recent literature. The technical aspects of CT and MR perfusion, including ASL, DSC, and DCE, are described with clarity and are accurate.
	

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

· Recent and relevant (many from 2020–2025),

· Properly cited throughout the text,

· Covering both basic principles and advanced applications.

No additional references are necessary at this stage.


	

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


	· The English is clear and scholarly, suitable for an academic audience.

· Some long sentences can be shortened to improve readability.

· Minor grammar/style improvements may help (e.g., avoiding redundancy and improving transitions between sections).


	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures and tables are informative and well-labeled.

· The layout and structure are logical.

· Consider adding a summarized comparison table of CT vs MR perfusion to help the reader visually differentiate modalities.
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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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