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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 is important to the scientific community because it consolidates current evidence on the multifaceted role of Pentraxin-3 (PTX3) in cardiovascular disease, a leading global cause of morbidity and mortality. By integrating molecular mechanisms with clinical findings, the review provides valuable insights into PTX3’s diagnostic, prognostic, and therapeutic potential. The work highlights emerging research directions, including biomarker standardization and targeted interventions, which can guide future experimental and clinical studies. Overall, this manuscript contributes meaningfully to ongoing efforts to better understand inflammatory pathways in cardiovascular pathology and to improve patient risk stratification and management.
	

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

	Yes, the title is suitable as it clearly reflects the manuscript’s focus on the role of Pentraxin-3 in cardiovascular disease. However, an alternative, more concise title could be: “Pentraxin-3: A Key Mediator of Inflammation and Cardiovascular Risk.
	

	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 generally comprehensive, but it would benefit from more clarity and a stronger structure. You may consider adding a brief statement on methodology and removing repetitive phrases. Including a concise summary of key findings and the clinical relevance of PTX3 would improve readability and scientific impact.
	

	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.
-
	yes
	

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

	
yes



	

	Optional/General comments

	  The manuscript contains several grammatical and structural errors that should be corrected to improve clarity.
  Some sections are repetitive; condensing overlapping content will enhance readability.
  Figures require clearer labeling and more detailed captions.
  Reference formatting is inconsistent and should be revised according to journal guidelines.
  Transitions between sections can be improved to create a smoother flow of ideas.
  Strengthening the discussion to highlight the manuscript’s will enhance its scientific impact.
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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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