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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.

	This manuscript on Pentraxin 3 (PTX3) offers significant value to the scientific community, particularly in the fields of cardiovascular disease and immunology. By exploring PTX3 as both a biomarker and therapeutic target, the manuscript provides critical insights into its role in vascular inflammation and disease progression. It highlights PTX3's potential for early diagnostic use in cardiovascular conditions such as acute coronary syndrome, myocardial infarction, and atherosclerosis, making it a crucial tool for clinical practice. Furthermore, the manuscript's discussion on the molecular mechanisms of PTX3's function and its interactions with other biomarkers opens new avenues for targeted therapies, reinforcing its importance in advancing both preventive and therapeutic strategies for cardiovascular health.
	

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

	The title of the article, "Pentraxin 3 and Cardiovascular Disease: A Multifaceted Mediator of Inflammation and Vascular Health," is quite suitable as it clearly reflects the key focus of the manuscript: the role of Pentraxin 3 in cardiovascular diseases, its involvement in inflammation, and its impact on vascular health.
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive in that it provides a clear overview of Pentraxin 3 (PTX3) and its relevance to cardiovascular disease, detailing its role in inflammation, its diagnostic and prognostic value, and its potential as a therapeutic target. It succinctly outlines the key themes of the manuscript, offering a solid foundation for the reader to understand the importance of PTX3 in cardiovascular health.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically accurate and accurately reflects the known role of Pentraxin 3 (PTX3) in cardiovascular diseases. It clearly explains its impact as a biomarker in conditions such as myocardial infarction and atherosclerosis, as well as its interaction with other proteins in the immune system. The manuscript also discusses PTX3’s effects on tissue repair and immune response regulation. The information, supported by referenced studies, is correct and aligns with current knowledge in this field.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references in the manuscript appear to be fairly comprehensive, with good coverage of the role of Pentraxin 3 (PTX3) in cardiovascular diseases. However, some recent studies from 2024–2025 might be missing, such as research on PTX3 in assessing cardiovascular risk in patients with chronic inflammation. Adding some new studies, such as the one on PTX3’s role in NLRP3 activation in myocarditis, could be beneficial.
	

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

	
The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript effectively conveys complex scientific concepts and the role of Pentraxin 3 (PTX3) in cardiovascular diseases. The technical terminology is used appropriately, and the content is logically structured, making it accessible to the intended academic audience.



	

	Optional/General comments

	there is no
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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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