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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	It's important for the medical community to be aware of iatrogenic complications related to fluid overload or deficit.
It quotes all the complications related to both strategies and focus later on goal fluidoterapy.

Focus on ERAS program.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No. “in Major Surgery”. The title says the article is about major surgery but in the article there is no reference of what kind of surgery. 
My suggestion is “Fluidoterapy in surgery patients: past and present.
	

	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.


	3.1. “ only a small volume remaining in the intravascular” – I would wewrite this sentence because about 20-25% of crystalloids remain in the intravascular… its not a small part.
Article does not focus on young vs. elderdy people with comorbidity looking . More focus on ERAS 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes but:

There are a lot of pages related do liberal and restrictive strategies that are not used these days making the article difficuld to read and boring. 

I think the article focus a lot on past strategies and it lacks advantages in disadvantages in both crystalloids and colloids.

I was the author I would focus in a more practical way including formulas do calculate goal directed fluidoterapy. I would also enfasise more the ERAS program.


	

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

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Tables do not have legends. Table on 6.2 doesn’t make the article to look up to date because it only includes old studies.

	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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