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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.


	The article systematically covers all major domains of stroke care—from epidemiology and classification to clinical presentation, acute management, rehabilitation, and novel advancements. This holistic approach ensures the review is not only informative for clinical practitioners but also beneficial for academics and policymakers.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	YES
	

	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
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	YES
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	SUFFICIENT AND RECENT
	

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


	Minor grammatical and typographical errors are present (e.g., "managrment" instead of “management”). A round of careful proofreading would improve the article’s polish and professionalism. Though it's a review, a brief statement about the methodology for literature selection (e.g., databases searched, inclusion/exclusion criteria) would add academic rigor.

Terminology Clarification:

The term “heart stroke” used in the title and introduction could be misleading, as stroke pertains to cerebrovascular rather than cardiac pathology. Consider replacing with “stroke” or “cerebrovascular accident (CVA)” consistently throughout.

Graphical Content:

While Figure 1 and Figure 2 are referenced, the visuals are not included in the provided text. Including well-designed diagrams, particularly for pathophysiology and treatment workflow, would enhance comprehension.

Language and Grammar:

Minor grammatical and typographical errors are present (e.g., "managrment" instead of “management”). A round of careful proofreading would improve the article’s polish and professionalism.

Methodological Statement:

Though it's a review, a brief statement about the methodology for literature selection (e.g., databases searched, inclusion/exclusion criteria) would add academic rigor.
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