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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	In this study, the authors comprehensively explore CVACT, regarding the factors contributing to its occurrence, the mechanism, diagnostics, management, and outcomes. A significant correlation was revealed between tumor location and vascular vasospasm symptoms with the mortality rate. In some tumor forms, enhanced vascularization surrounding the tumor elevates the risk of intraoperative vascular damage, leading to blood spilling. Use of ‘Triple H’ (hypertension, hypervolemia, and hemodilution) yielded favorable outcomes in a good number of patients.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, this title is suitable.
	

	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 seems comprehensive. But within the abstract, the method section is too short. Overall, the authors could include a few extra points or information in this abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It is well-written, with relevant flowcharts and tables that convey critical information.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent. The DOI link has been provided for all references. 
	

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

	
The English language is suitable, but can be improved in certain sections, like the abstract.



	

	Optional/General comments

	
There is less statistical analysis to overview the relationship between CVACT and other variables.
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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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