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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 publication gives a thorough, up-to-date description of stroke, including pathogenesis, clinical presentation, diagnosis, and acute and long-term therapy. The incorporation of new innovations, such as telemedicine and AI in diagnostics, demonstrates the changing environment of stroke care. The review will help physicians, researchers, and healthcare policymakers understand the multifaceted nature of stroke and guide future solutions. Its integrative methodology and emphasis on future perspectives make it topical and relevant to the scientific community.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, clear, and appropriately conveys the manuscript's substance.


	

	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 succinct and efficiently highlights the manuscript's main components, such as classification, therapy, and current advancements.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound, well-organized, and backed up by recent and reliable references. The topic incorporates both established information and recent advances in stroke care.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate, timely, and come from high-impact journals. They address significant issues such as epidemiology, treatment, AI applications, and rehabilitation.


	

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


	Yes, the work is written in clear and formal academic English. Minor grammatical cleaning may be considered for smoothness, although it generally passes scholarly standards.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is well-structured and moves rationally through the major areas of stroke research and management. Figures and tables are useful and effectively integrated into the text. The inclusion of future directions and problems adds great value and makes it relevant to current discussions in neurology and public health.
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